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CURRENT TOPICS. 


Mr. J. M. Hoxpsure, who has for many years been 
“one of the Chancery Registrars, has resigned his office 
‘on the ground of ill-health. 





Ws print elsewhere some important new Judicature 
Rules which came into operation on the 27th ult., but, 
48 usual, were unknown to many of the officials of the 
courts up to the 2nd inst., and reached us on Thursday 
too late to allow of comment or explanation this week. 





Mr. Ossornz Morean’s Setect Commirrez on the Land 
Titles and Transfer Question have now sat for several 
months, and have examined nearly forty witnesses, in- 
cluding three of the members of the Royal Commission of 
1868; Mr. B. S. Follett, Q.C., and other gentlemen offi- 
cially connected with the Land Registry Office; several of 
the leading conveyancers in Lincoln’s-inn and Dublin, 
and many of the most eminent solicitors in London and the 
provinces. They have also taken the evidence of official 
and other witnesses as to the working of the Scotch, 
Trish, Yorkshire, and Australian registries. As the com- 
mittee intend also to embody in their report the testi- 
mony taken before the Royal Commission of 1868, the 
result will be the collection of a body of evidence on the 
subject of the most complete and valuable kind. We 
believe that (with the exception of the Lord Chancellor, 
who has intimated his willingness to give evidence before 
the committee after Easter), no further witnesses will be 
examined, and that, as soon as the Lord Chancellor’s 
evidence has been taken, the committee will proceed to 
consider their report; but from the magnitude and im- 
portance of the subject, it is hardly likely that such re- 
port will be published much before the Whitsuntide 
recess. 


Tue Queen’s Bencu Driviston have adopted the con- 
struction we have always contended for of the provision 
in the Sale of Food and Drugs Act (38 & 39 Vict. c. 63), 
making it an offence to sell “to the prejudice of the 
purchaser.” We cannot profess to claim the least 
credit for a view which common sense would induce 
any one to take; and it is certainly matter for curious 
speculation by what process of reasoning learned 
Scottish judges can have persuaded themselves to adopt 
a construction which would, in effect, restrict to private 
individuals the taking of proceedings under an Act which 
contains elaborate provisions for purchases by public 
officers for the express purpose of analysis and prosecu- 
tion ; or how it can have been gravely concluded that 
the words “if any one-shall sell to the prejudice of the 
purchaser” are to be restricted to such sales only as cause 
prejudice to the consumer, while, under the provisions 
to which we have referred, sales are to be made of articles 
which ar2 not to be consumed at all, but used for the 
purposes of analysis. The Queen’s Bench Divi- 
sion did their best to help their Scottish brethren 
out of their hobble by pointing out that their decision 
related to cream, as to which, unhappily, there is no 
standard of quality, and which no reasonable human 
being (who has lived in London) can expect to have of 
rich quality; hence no purchaser can be prejudiced by 
the thinness of his cream so long as no foreign matter 
is mixed with it. This might have been a reasonable 
ground of decision, but it was not the ground taken by 
the majority of the Scottish judges, 





WE PRINT ELSEWHERE some regulations recently issued 
by the Clerks of Records and Writs, and which are to 
come into operation on the 16th inst. Notwithstanding 
the terms of the regulations, it is obvious that the 
practicability of applying them must depend very much 
upon the precise manner in which they are carried out, 
and this is, of course, at present uncertain, We venture, 
however, to say at once that if the regulations are to be 
applied to all copies left to be examined and marked as 
office copies, any strict or technical application will be 
likely, in many cases, to prove exceedingly inconvenient. 
For instance, according to regulation 4—which seems 
to be applicable to copies generally, and such as may be 
required only in due course, that is to say, not on the day 
on which they are left—unless the copies be left “ before 
two p.m. of the day preceding that on which they are 
required,” they will, probably, not be ‘‘ready for 
delivery at the opening of the office next day.” Now, 
there must be, and are, numerous cases in which it is 
manifestly impossible that copies, though required “ at 
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the opening of the office next day,” can be left “ before 
two p.m. of the preceding day’’—for instance, where 
the original affidavits themselves are not received from 
the country, or for any other reason cannot be ready 
for filing until between two and four p.m. of “‘ the pre- 
ceding day.” It may, perhaps, be urged that the 
regulations in question will not, in any case, delay the 
delivery out of a copy as an office copy beyond the 
customary twenty-four hours. But we submit that 
mere regularity in the working of official machinery 
(for that seems to be the specific object of the regula- 
tions—see regulation 5) will not compensate the 
inconveniences likely to arise from strict and technical 
applications of the proposed proyisions. While appre. 
ciating any effort calculated to ensure regularity in the 
transaction of business, and even in favour of the persons 
engaged in the work of examining (for that is evidently 
ene of the objects in view), we must say, speaking in 
the interests of the profession and of the business of 
the courts, that we cannot see why work of the kind 
under notice should not, where necessary, be proceeded 
with after six p.m. At present we feel some anxiety 
lest the regulations in question should be so applied 
as to increase, however unintentionally, the pressure 
already sufficiently felt by soliciters in connection with 
the getting up of evidence; and we shall watch the 
matter with considerable interest. 





Ix view of the approaching removal of some of the 
legal offices, the inquiry will naturally be made, What is 
to be done with the buildings they at present occupy ? 
As regards the premises in Southampton-buildings, for- 
merly inhabited by the masters in chancery, and at pre- 
sent the abode of some of the registrars, we believe the 
whole building is to be handed over to the Patent 
Office, which at present occupies the upper and lower 
floors. As regards the Registrars’ Office in Stone-build- 
ings, the present Paymaster’s Office, the present Record 
and Writ Clerk’s Office, and the present Enrolment 
Office, the Society of Lincoln’s Inn obtained recent 
legislative sanction (28 & 29 Vict. c. 48) to an old 
claim, under two private Acts of George III., to re- 
purchase the site of these buildings at the price origi- 
nally paid to the Society for it, and also to take the 
buildings ‘‘at a valuation as old building materials.” 
By this very shrewd bargain, the Society, on the offices 
we have mentioned being vacated, will become entitled to 
obtain possession of a most valuable piece of property at 
little more than the price it was sold for a hundred 
years ago. 





PREPARATIONS FOR THE REMOVAL Of the offices of the 
courts to the new building in Bell-yard are advancing 
apace, and in the present impoverished condition of the 
national finances it is satisfactory to observe that, in the 
matter of furniture, due regard is being paid to economy. 
Venerable bookcases and cupboards which have seen 
better days and have narrowly escaped from the fire- 
wood maker, encumber the entrances to the new build- 
ing, and are accompanied by heaps of dusty papers, the 
mummies of what were once great and costly law suits. 
Our readers will observe from the last rule in the new 
Judicature Orders of March, 1879, which we print else- 
where, that, as regards the registrars’ and the taxing 
masters’ offices, the Easter Vacation is to be prolonged 
until the 19th inst. This ie, of course, for the purpose 
of enabling those offices to remove to the new building 
without interruption. 


Tux Quex has already, we believe, the advantage of 
the services of no fewer than 182 gentlemen as her 
Majesty's Counsel learned in the law, and yet there 
are rumours of applications for silk by several gentlemen 
at the common law bar. 





MARKS REGISTRATION AOTS, 1875-7, 
II. 


Tue question what trade-marks will be treated as capable 
of registration within the above Acts must depend in 
the first place upon the 10th section of the Act of 1875, 
which contains a definition of the essential 


registered. It is not necessary to set out here the word. 
ing of this section, which is now so generally known; it 
will be sufficient to notice some of the results, 

A certain indulgence is permitted to old marks by the 
statute, and some marks may be registered as old marks 
which would not be admitted to registration as new marks, 
Thus, whereas such fancy names as “ United Service” 
soap, ‘‘ Bismarck” collars, “‘Pectorine” or “Lactopeptine” 
medicines, would be admitted to registration as havin 
been valid trade-marks before the Act of 1875, it hag 
been held that the word, or combination of letters, 
“ aeilyton ” was excluded by the language of the statute- 
from registration as a new mark on writing fluids: 
Ex parte Stephens (2) (M.R., July 28, 1876, L. R. 3 
Ch. D. 659). 

But the indulgence extended to old marks does not go 
to the length of granting registration to stamps which 
have been used as trade-marks even before the date of the 
Act, if there is an inherent objection to the stamp, 
which would have prevented the issue of an injunction. 
to protect the exclusive right in it, independently of the 
Acts. The most common class of cases of this kind is 
where a right of trade-mark has been claimed in a mere: 
adjective, which is the common property of all who- 
speak the language. Thus in Raggett v. Findlater 
(22 W. R. 53, L. R. 17 Eq. 29), Malins, V.C., refused 
to protect the exclusive use of the word ‘‘ nourishing” 
in connection with stout; and registration will not be 
granted to a trade-mark consisting solely or substantially 
of such a word. Hence in Jn re Brandreth (M.R., Aug. 
8, 1878, L. R. 9 Ch. D. 618), registration was refused 
to the word ‘‘ Porous,” as a trade-mark in connection with: 
Alleock’s Porous Plasters; and in Jn re Saunion & Com. 
pany (M.R., Aug. 2, 1878), registration was similarly 
refused to the words ‘‘ Anglo-Portugo Oysters,” on the 
ground that if the oysters to be marked with the name 
did come from Portugal to England, or if the name 
indicated a particular breed of oysters, though not the 
country of their origin, the name was purely descriptive ;. 
whereas, if the oysters did not come from Portugal, the: 
name would prove deceptive, creating a wrong idea as to- 
their origin. It may be remarked that the same dilemma 
has been noted in the United States Patent Office with 
respect to the name “ American Sardines,” and other 
like names, 

The Commissioners of Patents have further laid down in 
the Instructions they have issued that the words. 
“‘ registered,” “copyright,” “Entered at Stationers’ 
Hall,” ‘‘To counterfeit this is forgery,” will not be 
registered under the above Acts, and in In re Meikle 
(V.C.H., Aug. 7, 1876, 24 W. R. 1067) Vice-Chancellor: 
Hall refused to order the registration of the word 
‘* registered” as part of an old mark, the registrar 
having declined to register it, in obedience to the in- 
structions he had received from the commissioners. 

In In re Mitchell (1) (V.C.H., Aug. 2, 1877, 26 W. 
R. 326, L. R. 7 Ch. D, 36) it was decided that a single 
letter could not be registered as a trade-mark on steel 
pens, though it had been used as such long before the 
Act, on the ground that it could not be said to be a 
“combination of figures or letters” used before the 
passing of the Act. 

With respect to new marks a provision is contained in 
the Instructions of the Commissioners of Patents that 
there will not be registered as new marks, or even as parts 
of new marks :—Representations of her Majesty the 
Queen, or of any member of the Royal Family, or of 





foreign sovereigns; Royal or national arms, crests, or 
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mottoes; Representations of the Royal Crown or of 
national flags ; arms of counties, cities, and boroughs in 
the United Kingdom; prize or exhibition medals; 
the words ‘‘ trade-mark,” “patent,” “ warranted,” 
“guaranteed” ; words implying a guarantee of the special 
quality of the goods to which the mark is applied, such 
as “best,” ‘‘ pure,” “genuine,” “excellent” 





—the rea- 

son for this regulation, no doubt, being the advantage to 

the public from. private individuals being prevented from 
even seeming to appropriate such common emblems and 
words. 

Such words and emblems may then be considered to 
be the property of the public generally, except in so far 
as rights may have been acquired by individuals before 
the Act of 1875. But, in the cases which have been 
before the court since the Trade Marks Registration Acts 
have been in operation, some light has been thrown on 
the usages of some particular trades, to which trades cer- 
tain words or devices have become common by general 
usage. 

Among these may be mentioned the following :—In 
the iron trade—a crown, a horse-shoe, the words ‘‘ best,” 
“plating,” &c.: In re Barrows (Court of Appeal, April 
26, 1877, 25 W. R. 407, L. R. 5 Ch. D. 353). In the 
sealing wax trade—the words ‘‘ Bank of England”: In 
re Hyde & Uo. (M.R., Jan. 18, 1878, 26 W. R. 625, L. 
R. 7 Ch. D. 724). In the steel pen trade—the word 
“selected”: In re Mitchell (2) (M.R., April 12, 1878, 
1 Trade marks, 317) ; the words and devices ** improved,” 
“superior,” “office,” ‘‘ commercial,” “ international,” 
the Royal arms, the words ‘‘ Penna Vittorio Emmanuele,” 
with portrait, the name “ Garibaldi,” with portrait, the 
Masonic arms, with the word ‘‘ masonic ”: Jn re Leonardt 
(M.R., April 12, 1878, 1 Trade Marks, 316) ; and the figure 
ofa steel pen: In re Kuhn & Co, (M.R., Nov. 29, 1878.) 
In the snuff trade—the letters ‘“‘S. P.”: Hw parte 
Sales Pollard, & Co. (M.R., July 8, 1878). In the 
cotton goods trade—devices of crowns, elephants, and 
lions: In re Orr Ewing (Court of Appeal, May 6, 1878, 
L. R. 8 Ch. D. 794); and some other devices, and words or 
figures, indicative of quality: Jn re Brook (V.C.H., 
July 13, 1878, 26 W. R. 791); and, in the branch of this 
trade concerned with Turkey red yarns, green and gold 
triangular tickets, bearing a banner depending from two 
animals as supporters: Orr-Ewing & Co. v. Johnston & 
Co. (Fry, J., March 15, 1879, ante, p. 406). 

By the 6th section of the Act of 1875, marks calculated 
to deceive ure not to be registered. The section consists 
of two paragraphs, and the meaning of the latter one (to 
take that first) was clearly explained by the Master of 
the Rolls in Jn re Horsburgh (M.R., Feb. 3, 1878, 1 
Trade Marks, 260). In that case he said, speaking of 
this part of the 6th section, “ The deception in the Act 
of Parliament refers to the words themselves being cal- 
culated to deceive, not because they are like another 
trade mark. The words of the Act are, ‘would not, by 
reason of their being calculated to deceive, or otherwise, 
be deemed entitled to protection in a court of equity.’ 
+. . It is not competition between two trade marks 
which is referred to, it means a thing deceptive in itself, 
Tepresenting the goods to be what they are not, for the 
purpose of deception.” The only case in which a mark 
tendered for registration has been rejected by the court 
on the ground of this inherent deceptiveness appears to 
be that of Jn re Saunion & Co., referred to above, in which 
it was held that the words “ Anglo-Portugo Oysters” 
might cause mistakes as to the origin of the oysters. 

The first part of the same section has reference to what 
was called by the Master of the Rolls the “ competition” 
between two marks, and it prohibits the registration of 
& mark so nearly resembling ono already on the register, 
in respect of goods in the same class, as to be caloulated 
to deceive. On numerous occasions opposition has been 
offered on this ground, and generally with success, to 
the registration of trade marks claimed by traders. 

Thus in Allsopp v. Walker (M.R., April 10, 1877) a 
female hand, pointed horizontally, was held to be too 








similar to a man’s hand held upright for registration to 
be allowed ; soin Jn re Jelley, Son, & Jones (M.R., May 
18, 1878; 1 Trade Marks, 346), a dog eating out of a 
porridge pot, to a pointer standing at a point, with the 
word ‘‘ Staunch ” ; so in Jn re Rosing (Court of Appéal, 
Noy. 13, 1878), a twisted horn, with a sprig of two roses, 
to a plain horn suspended by a looped cord; so in Jn re 
Farina (2) (V.C.H., Feb. 13, 1879), three trade marks 
on Eau de Cologne, consisting of a signature label for 
the side of the bottle, a seal stamp for the top of the 
bottle, and a house and medal label for the boxes con- 
taining the bottles, to three other similar marks. 

On the other hand, in Jn re Farina (1) (V.C.H., Jan. 
17, 1878, 26 W. R. 261), Vice-Chancellor Hall refused 
to treat a medallion bearing a coat of arms as too similar 
to a label having a small medallion in one corner bearing 
the same arms, and a peculiar signature in the centre of 
the label. 

In comparing the two marks to ascertain how far the 
one resembles the other, it has been said by the Master 
of the Rollsin In re Jelley, Son, & Jones, and (in the 
Court of Appeal) in In re Rosing, to be very desirable to 
examine them as they appear in actual use on the article 
in question, as the differences which are apparent in 
printed woodcuts of the marks often decrease or disap- 
pear when the marks are impressed on a substance. 

In In re Farina (2) the German Court of Appeal had 
admitted the house and medal mark to registration, re- 
versing the decision of the Court of First Instance; but 
the Vice-Chancellor nevertheless refused registration in 
England, holding that in a question of resemblance he 
must be guided by his own view of the case, and that 
the different opinions of the German courts could only 
be treated as differing verdicts by special juries. 

It seems hardly necessary to say that in order for one 
mark to resemble another so closely as to prevent the 
registration of the latter, the resemblance must be be- 
tween essential features of the two marks. In Jn re 
Horsburgh the registered proprietors of a trade mark 
consisting of a spotted crescent, with the word “‘ Valvo- 
line,” opposed the registration of the word “ Valvoleum” 
in connection with a device of a part of a steam- 
engine; but it was held by the Master of the Rolls 
that the word was in each case merely equivalent 
to “valve oil,” and therefore descriptive, and that the 
essential elements, the devices, being wholly different, 
there was no objection to the registration of the appli- 
cant’s mark as it stood. As to the essential particular 
of a mark, it may be noticed that in Ex parte Walker 
& Co. (V.C.M., July 25, 1878) the Vice-Chancellor 
allowed the substitution of “ Dudley ” for ‘‘ Netherton” 
in a registered mark, thus holding that, in that case at 
least, the address of the proprietor was not essential. 

In connection with this subject, the concessions made 
to old marks by permitting various forms of limited 
registration, and in allowing even identical old marks, 
as in Jn re Powell (M.R., Jan. 12, 1878, 1 Trade 
Marks, 237), to be registered in the same class up to the 
number of three, should be remembered. But, so far as 
is known, these concessions have never been extended to 
new marks, except in Jn re Walkden Aérated Waters 
Company (M.R., June 8, 1877, 1 Trade Marks, 39), and 
there only with the consent of both registered proprietors. 
And a mark used before the Act of 1875 will not, from 
that circumstance, be treated as an old mark in all 
respects, for, as was held in Jn re Jelley, Son, & Jones, 
a mark which is an old mark in respect of certain kinds 
of goods is none the less a new one in respect of goods 
on which it has not been used. As was said in that case 
by the Master of the Rolls, “If the applicants, being 
about to sell goods they never sold before, wish to use 
their.old mark in respect of their new goods, that cannot 
be allowed ; if a man is about to sell new goods he never 
sold before, he can also put a new mark on them.” 

The propriety of selecting a completely distinotive 
mark for goods not sold before, whether a mark has been 
previously used on other goods, or not, was thus pointed 
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out in the same case by the same learned judge:—* I 
have always had regard in these cases of registration of 
new marks to the question of distinctiveness; that is a 
very different question to the question of distinction as 
regards old marks; because a man who wants to sell new 
goods which he has not sold before ought to want to 
distinguish his goods from those of other manufacturers ; 
and, therefore, if a man is an honest man, the more dis- 
tinetive the mark the better it must be for himself.” 
And in Jn re Rosing (in the Court of Appeal) he repeated 
the same observation. 

There is another point which may be mentioned here, 
with reference to the second section of the Act of 1875, 
which provides that a registered mark can be assigned 
and transmitted only in connection with the goodwill 
of the business concerned in the gvods in respect 
of which’ the mark is registered. The result of 
this is that a man cannot be registered as the 
assignee of a trade mark unless ‘he has the 
business made over to him at the same time. A 
curious illustration of this principle is afforded by the 
case of Ex parte Lawrence & Co. (M.R., Nov. 2, 
1878). There the manager of a firm of makers of 
printers’ rollers contrived, during the absence abroad of 
the members of the firm, and without. their knowledge, 
to get registered in his own name what was substantially 
the trade mark of the firm. He described himself as a 
manufacturer of the same goods as his employers, and 
as of their address. On an application by his employers 
to have his registration transferred to them, it was held 
that this was impossible, because the case being one of 
a mere wrongful act, and not of a breach of trust, the 
only mode of passing the right to the mark was by 
assigning it in connection with the goodwill of the 
business of the registered proprietor, but that that could 
obviously not be done, inasmuch as Marler had never 
carried on a business of his own at all, and that the only 
remedy was to expunge the existing entry and com- 
mence afresh from the beginning. 





= 





On Monday, in the House of Commons, Dr. Playfair 
asked the Postmaster-General whether it was the case that 
for five years circulars printed by the papyrograph, the 
electric pen, and other mechanical devices for taking 
numerous impressions, had passed through the post as 
printed matter, at book post rates, under the treasury 
warrant of the 26th of September, 1870; whether a Post 
Office circular of February 11, 1879, had intimated that 
this privilege was to be withdrawn; and whether he 
would state tothe House what compensating advantages 
to the public revenue were expected from this restriction, 
which was calculated to have a repressive influence on 
scientific invention. Lord J. Manners said that for some- 
what less than four years past, circulars copied by papyro- 
graph, and for somewhat less than three years past, cir- 
eulars copied by the fac-simile process, have been per- 
mitted to pass through the post as printed circulars. The 
seme privilege, however, having from time to time been 
claimed for other copying processes, more or less like these 
on the one hand, and on the other more or less like ordinary 
writing, it was found unsafe to persevere in this course; 
and the law officers of the Crown, having been consulted 
on the subject, advised that the Treasury warrant of the 
26th of September, 1870, did not admit of any of these 
processes being regarded as printing, engraving, or litho- 
graphing. A notice was accordingly issued to the public 
on the 25th of February, 1879, to the effect that only 
guch cireulars a8 may be printed with ordinary type 
as in a book, or engraved, or lithographed, will hereafter 
be regarded as printed circulars. If cireulars copied b 
the mew processes were allowed to pass at the 
rate, it would not be pomible for the officers of the 
department to distinguish these from written circulars, 
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General Correspondence. 


*.* Our correspondent of last week, ‘‘ A Soxtcrror,” 
‘will find an answer to his query in 21 Soxrcrrons’ 
Journal, p. 214, 


THE BANKRUPTOY LAW AMENDMENT 
B ‘ 


[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.] 


Sir,—Each week since this Bill was commented on by 
you, I have been hoping to find in your columns some 
strong protest against its ever becoming law. I venture 
to assert that this Bill is one of the most mistaken 
pieces of officialism that has recently been concocted. 
’ Just look at its practical working. The novel schemes 
devised for initiating proceedings will take years of 
’ expensive litigation before their practical effect can be 
judicially’determined. And with what object? It is 
not cheapness. The necessary number of applications 
to the court in every case will be nearly trebled. Why, 
for instance, are creditors to be compelled to issue both 
a writ specially indorsed, and a debtor’s summons 
(clause 6, sub-clause 6) to secure an “act of bank- 
ruptcy” ? Ifa creditor takes both those steps now, ten 
to one but his summons is either dismissed or is ordered 
to stand over till the action is decided. Again, it 
cannot be for expedition. Take the first meeting, for 
instance. It must (clause 17) be presided over by the 
registrar. Now there are about ten petitions a week 
in the London Court, and with these few it is frequently 
a fortnight and more before a sitting can be obtained, 
What, then, will it be when the seventy or more 
liquidations are all turned iato bankruptcies with 
registrar-presided meetings ? Hither it will take months — 
to get meetings fixed, or the official staff will have to 
be quadrupled. 

And what will such meetings be? Can they for a 
moment be imagined to satisfactorily take the place of 
the present liquidation meeting, presided over by an 
unpaid chairman, probably a large creditor who, with 
his co-creditors, searchingly investigates matters, each one 
bringing his knowledge to the common stock. I do 
wish the Lord Chancellor would attend some such meet- 
ing, and then attend the meeting for the public 
examination of a bankrupt. I feel convinced that 
would be tire last of the registrar-presiding scheme. 

Then (clause 18), why are the creditors only to 
appoint the committee of inspection and the latter 
the trustee? All the debtor has to do is to instigate 
some of his friends to oppose him at the meeting—the 
creditors are only too glad to put a hostile creditor on 
the committee. When appointed, his friends at once 
nominate a friendly trustee, who hushes up everything; 
or they can even not appoint a trustee at all, but leave 
the debtor to go on (clause 62, last paragraph but one) 
just 98 before, conducting his business as if nothing 
had happened. This contingency is more important 
under small than large bankruptcies, I know, but there 
are a great many more of the former than the latter. 

Again, take the question of the debtor's discharge. 
The creditors meet on a petition presented by the 
debtor ; they learn quite enough to see that bankruptcy 
will produce them nothing, so they pass no resolution. 
What is the result? Do the proceedings fall through ? 
Oh dear no! Clause 20, sub-clause 3, provides that there- 
upon the court ‘‘ shall make an absolute order for bank- 
ruptey.” Of course in such a case the creditors won't 
pat their hands into their pockets to oppose the debtor 
before the court, though he may have swindled them 
through thick and thin, and the debtor knows it is 
hopeless to try for # resolution granting or agreeing to 
his discharge, #o he bides his time, presents his statutory 
accounts, pays his court fees, and (clause 39, sub-clause 





3) atter two years gots his discharge from the court. If 
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this:is the new scheme for protecting poor creditors, I 
must commiserate them. 

Lastly, What is the meaning of the outcry against 
proxies? The Lord Chancellor stated they are practi- 
cally to be done away with, and clauses 17 and 21 

int to that. Any one who has any practical 
experience of bankruptcy meetings, which I cannot 
‘pbélieve his lordship has, would know that creditors 
cannot (except their debts are large) afford to neglect 
profitable current business to look after some £20:or £30 
bad debt. They must either nominate -a proxy or let 
the matter slip entirely. Abolish or limit proxies, and the 
effect will be that, while the debtor’s friends, family 
creditors, &c., will be sure to attend personally, his 
bond fide trade creditors will be unrepresented. 

I have not space to point out the numerous objections 
to the revival of the old fraudulent deeds, and to many 
other objectionable details in the Bill, which can easily 
be discovered by anyone acquainted with the practical 
working of the present Act; but I do hope. that the 
matter may be strenuously followed up, the useless 
innovations struck out, some more real attempt .made 
to strengthen the hands of the creditors, and some 
easier means devised of checking or punishing reckless 
or fraudulent debtors, rather than that the proceedings 
should be rendered more harassing to creditors, and 
that facilities should be given to debtors to get released 
from their liabilities. T, Patuister Youna. 

29, Mark-lane, E.C., April 2, 





THE ADMINISTRATION OF JUSTICE. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.) 


Sir,—The debate in the Commons on Friday week well 
deserves the attentive consideration of the profession. 
Two of the foremost men in either branch—sSir Henry 
James and Mr. Gregory—concurred in their thorough 
condemnation of the present state of things, and mainly 
agreed in their view of the remedy for it, but they were 
followed by several members of the bar who, in succes- 
sion, and without exception, took opposite views. 

That a system for the local administration of justice 
in England dating, as was said, from Edward I., and 
adapted to the requirements of that period, should be 
considered suitable and sufficient for the exigencies of the 
present time, would surely beastartling proposition tosub- 
mit to any intelligent person who, free from professional 
bias, was asked to consider the subject; and yet the 
maintenance of the assizes, a part of that system, with 
their antiquated belongings, and which stand in the 
way of any radical reform of the local administration of 
justice, is generally defended by the leaders of the bar, 
and, as the debate on Friday showed, on grounds purely 
personal to the bar. 

That there were inconveniences, undoubted and 
manifold, attending the holding of the assizes was 
admitted, or but faintly denied, but to abolish the 
system would be to break up and destroy “the great 
central bar”; and as the existence of a great central 
bar is a presumed necessity for the pure administration 
of justice, and the maintenance of the judicial system 
generally, the proposition could not be entertained. 

One member, indeed, of the bar, Mr. Ridley, had the 
inconceivable narrowness of mind to express his opinion 
that the bar would suffer deterioration by the closer 
relations into which they would be brought with our 
branch of the profession. 

Now, this abolition of the assizes and the substitution 
therefor of provincial courts of first instance, either 
independently or as an extension of the county court 
system——changes indicated in the second report of the 
Judicaturo Commissioners—are among the moat pressing 
needs of the time, and would remedy most of the present 
shortcomings of our judicial system, 

These much required reforms are sure to come as the 
Matural extension of the district rogistry system, which 








has been a complete success. But let us consider this 
‘“‘ great. central bar” question, which from the time 
when Lord Blackburn mooted it in his separate report 
as a Judicature Commissioner, has been repeatedly urged 
by leaders of the bar in opposition to the reforms in 
question. 

In the first place, many people might be heretics 
enough to think that the country and the pure adminis- 
tration of justice therein might survive even such a 
catastrophe as the destruction of a great central bar, 
but I deny that the catastrophe would be likely to 
occur, and for the following reasons:—The metropolis 
must always be the seat of the courts of appeal, which 
would alone sustain a great bar; but, apart from this 
unfailing source of central business and emolument, the 
courts of first instance in the metropolis, and particularly 
in the Chancery Division, will, in the nature of things, 
always commend a considerable share of the heaviest 
and most important litigation. That the existence of 
the bar depends upon the leaders continuing to enjoy 4 
monopoly of the provincial litigation now tried at the 
assizes, and no small portion of which is of comparatively 
trifling importance, is therefore inconceivable. Itis true 
that the interests of the very few who, having, as often 
by force of a fortunate connection as by their own ability, 
risen to the front rank of the profession, and who fre- 
quently monopolize more briefs than is good for them or 
their clients, might suffer, but only to the advantage of 
their less employed, although often equally capable, 
brethren. 

In fact, business would be more equally and far more 
healthily distributed than at present, and a young 
barrister would have more chance of ‘“! feeling his feet” 
in the provinces, and afterwards of breaking a lance 
with success at Westminster, than he has now. 

I maintain, therefore, that the interests of tke bar 
generally would not be injuriously affected by the 
establishment of provincial courts of first instance, and 
as regards the suitors—who, after all, are entitled to be 
first considered in the matter—there can be no ques- 
tion that the establishment of such courts would be to 
them a reform of the first importance. 


Birmingham. C. T. SacnpErs. 








Cases of tire CUieek. 


CompaNy—Sratutory Powsrs—U tra virss—Posiic 
Insunry—Duty or ArrorNey-Grnerat.—In a case of The 
Attorney-General v. TheGreat Eastern Raiheay Company, be- 
fore the Court of Appeal on the 25th of March, an important 
question arose as to the powers of a railway company and 
the right of the Attorney-General, acting at the relation of 
a private individual, to invoke the intervention of the court 
to restrain the company from doing acts for which they have 
no express statutory power. The defendant company had 
in June, 1876, entered into an agreement with the Tilbery 
Railway Company, whose line was continuoas with that of 
the defendant company, to supply the Tilbury Company with 
locomotive power and rolling stock for the working of their 
line for a term of five years, The action was brought by the 
Attorney-General, at the relation of some locomotive engine 
and waggon manufacturers, claiming an injunction te restrain 
the defendant company from acting on this agreement, on 
the ground that it was wdéra vires, and generally to restraia 
the company from supplying engines or other rolling stock 
toany other company. A question arose whether the 
agreement was authorized under the terms of a special Act of 
the defendant company. Jessel, M.R., held that it waa not, 
and that quently the agre was wifra vires, and the 
company ought to be restrained from acting upon it. Sut 
he limited the injunction so as not to prevent the supply 
of locomotives engines by the defendant company te the 
Tilbury Company under the agreement during the . 
of the five years, provided that no engine or other rolling 
stack, manufactured by the defendant company after the 
date of the order, shoald be supplied under the agreement te 
the Tilbury Company, ‘Tue general injunction wae alse 
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granted. Upon the appeal three points were raised on 
behalf of the defendants—(1) That, even in the absence of 
express statutory power, there was nothing wrong in the 
agreement; (2) that the special Act conferred an express 
statutory power; (3) that there was no public wrong sufficient 
to entitle the Attorney-General to call for the intervention of 
the court, or to make it the duty of the court to interfere 
with the defendant company in the conduct of their business. 
The court, (James, Baggallay,and Bramwell, L.JJ.) differed 
in their view of the case, James and Bramwell, L,JJ., being 
in favour cf a reversal of the decision of the Master of the 
Rolls, while Baggallay, L.J., thought that his decision should 
be affirmed. The decision was, therefore, reversed in 
accordance with the view of the majority of the Court of 
Appeal. James and Bramwell, L.JJ., agreed in holding 
that the special Act conferred power to make the agreement. 
Baggallay, L.J., held the contrary. On both the other points 
James, L.J., was of opinion that the defendants were right. 
Baggallay, L.J., was of opinion that it must now be accepted 
as settled law, as established by a long series of authorities, 
that corporations created by statute, whether by special Acts 
or by memoranda of association deriving their force from 
the Joint Stock Companies Acts, have not the same powers, 
privileges, and general incidents as common law corpora- 
tions, but such powers, privileges, and incidents only as are 
conferred upon them by their special Acts or memoranda of 
association. The question in the present case was as to the 
competency of the Great Eastern Company to manufacture 
or buy more engines and rolling stock than they required for 
working their own railway, and to let the surplus stock for 
hire to the Tilbury Company—in other words, to carry on for 
profit a trade or business other than that which was 
authorized by their Act of Incorporation ; and his lordship 
could arrive at no other conclusion than that such purposes 
were prima facie foreign to the purposes of a railway 
company, and, in the absence of special powers, ultra vires. 
Bramwell, L.J., admitted the result of the decisions to be 
that acts ultra vires in the case of corporations are, not 
merely null and void, but absolutely contrary to law and 
illegal, though he doubted the propriety of those decisions, 
He thought, however, that what the defendants were doing 
Was not ultrd vires even independently of any special 
powers given to them. The decisions had not gone the 
length of saying that nothing could be done but what was 
expressly mentioned in the statute. A railway company 
might have a ferry-boat to aid its traffic, bookstalls might 
be let, refreshment rooms kept, and other things done which 
might be called ancillary or subordinate to the main pur- 
pose of the company, or arising out of, or consequent on, its 
existence, and he held that the letting on hire, in this case, 
was of that nature. He was also of Opinion that it was 
allowed by the company’s special Act. 





Axsconpinc Destor—ForzicNer 1N ENGLAND FOR A 
Temporary PorPose—ARREST—ABSCONDING Dezrors ACT, 
1870, s. 1.—In a case of Ez parte Gutierrez, before the Court 
of Appeal on the 26th of March, a question arose as to the 
power of arresting an absconding debtor which is given to 
the Court of Bankruptcy by section 1 of the Absconding 
Debtors Act, 1870. A Spanish subject, who resided at 
Havannab, where he traded in partnership with another 
Spaniard, came over to England in January on behalf of 
his firm, who were insolvent, with the view of explaining 
matters to their English creditors and making some 
arrangement with them. On his arrival in England, he 
communicated with all the English creditors, and offered 
them a composition of 5s. in the pound. Some of them 
expressed their willingness to accept the offer. Among 
those who did so was a firm at Manchester, to whom the 
Havannah firm owed £678. Some of the English creditors, 
however, refused to assent to the proposal, and commenced 
proceedings against the firm at Havannah, in consequence 
of which the fands requisite to pay the composition conld 
not be provided, and the partner who had come to 
England received a telegram requesting him to return 
home. He then wrote to the Manchester firm, telling 
them that he was compelled to return to Havannah, and 
asking them to appoint some one with sufficient powers to 
represent them there. Therenpon they issued a debtor's 
summons against him for the £678, and, at the same time, 
obtained a warrant under the Act for his arrest, making an 
sfidevit of their belief that he was about to leave England 


was then served with the summons and arrested under the 
warrant. Mr. Registrar Murray refused to order his 
release. The Court of Appeal (Jessel, M.R., James, and 
Bramwell, L.JJ.) ordered the warrant to be set aside and 
the debtor to be at once discharged. Jessel, M.R., said 


meant that it had been intentionally used for an improper 
purpose. Not only was there no evidence of any intention 
to avoid payment of the debt, but the evidence proved a 
contrary intention. James, L.J., referred to the judgment 


Ch. 374) as showing that when a foreigner, who has been 
in England for a temporary purpose, leaves it with the 
view of returning home, there is no presumption, as there 
might be in the case of a domiciled Englishman going 
abroad, that he is going away with the intention of defeat- 
ing his creditors, and Bramwell, L.J., suggested that the 
debtor might have a good cause of action for false impri- 
sonment. 





TWEEN THINGS VOID AS AGAINST BANKRUPT AND THINGS 
VOID AS AGAINST TRUSTEE ONLY BY REASON OF THE BANK- 
ruptcy LAw—Bankrupetcy Act, 1869, s. 72.—In a case of 
Ez parte Brown, before the Court of Appeal on the 27th of 
March, a question was raised as to the jurisdiction of the 
Court of Bankruptcy. The appeal was from an order set- 
ting aside & mortgage executed by the bankrupt, on the- 
ground that it was a fraud on his creditors, and also an act 
of bankruptcy as an assignment of substantially the whole 
of his property to secure a pre-existing debt. It was ob- 
jected that the mortgagees were third parties outside the 
_bankruptcy, and that the remedy against them was in the 
ordinary tribunals, and not in the Court of Bankruptcy. 
James, L.J., said that questions of fraudulent preference 
and acts of bankruptcy were the very things intended to 
be decided by the Court of Bankruptcy. Where the trustee~ 
of a bankrupt had only the same right which the bankrupt 
himself had, that was a matter to be left to the ordinary 
tribunals. But where, by the operation of the bankruptcy 
law, the trustee had a higher and better title than the 
bankrupt himself, the case was intended to be dealt with 
by the Court of Bankruptcy. When a deed was impugned. 
on the ground that it was void under the bankruptcy law, 
not on a ground which would have been available by the 
bankrupt himself, that was pre-eminently a case for the 
Court of Bankruptcy to deal with itself, and not to leave 
to the ordinary tribunals. 

Raitway Company—Statutory AGREEMENT TO “ WORK 
AND MAINTAIN” A LinE or RainwAy—Exc.usivE Possgs- 
sIoN.—In a case of Sevenoaks, Tunbridge, and Maidstone 
Railway Company v. London, Chatham, and Dover Railway 
Company, before the Master of the Rolls on the 27th of 
March, a question arose as to the effect of a statutory 
working agreement under which one railway company 
was to “work and maintain” another railway in perpe- 
tuity. Under their private Act of Parliament, the plaintiffs 
were authorized to construct a line of railway which, when 
constructed according to an agreement scheduled to the 
Act, was to be “ worked and maintained ” in perpetuity by 
the defendants. The line was constructed and taken over 
and worked by the defendants under the above agreement. 
The plaintiffs subsequently constructed certain steps as an 
approach to one of their stations, which the defendants 
pulled down, alleging that they were entitled to the ex- 
clusive possession of the line, and to make and maintain it 
without any interference on the part of the plaintiffs. The 
plaintiffs now brought this action for a mandatory injuno- 
tion to compel the defendants to restore the steps, and to. 
restrain any farther interference therewith. The Master’ 
of the Rolls was of opinion that to enable the defendanta 
properly to “‘ work and maintain ” the plaintiffs’ line under 
the working agreement they were entitled to the exclusive 
possession thereof, and that the plaintiffs were not entitled 
to @ joint power of maintenance. He was clear that the 
construction of the steps was part of the “ working and 
maintaining ’’ the line, and therefore that the plaintiffs’ con-. 
straction of those words was wrongfal, and he dismissed the 
action, with ceste. 








with the intention of avoiding payment of their debt. He- 


that the process of the court had been abused, by which he- 


of Mellish, L.J., in Ex parte Crispin (21 W. R. 491, L. RB. 8. 
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HusBaND AND Wire—Jupicta, SepaRaTionN—CRvUELTY— 
Lapse oF TrmME—DExEp or SEPARATION—COVENANT NOT TO 
moLest—BREACH BY WIFE—JURISDICTION TO ENFORCE 
CovENANT—Provision as TO Custopy or CaILDREN—IN- 
pants Custopy Act, 1873,—In the case of Besant v. Wood, 
also before the Master of the Rolls on the 27th of March, two 
important questions were argued—first, as to whether a 
wife’s right to a jadicial separation was barred by the lapse 
of time since the parties had separated, and by the deed of 
separation that had been executed ; and, secondly, whether 
a husband was entitled to enforce against his wife the 
covenants contained in the deed of separation not to interfere 
with him or sue for any restitution of conjugal rights. 
The action was instituted by the husband to restrain 
any breach of the covenants contained in a deed of separa- 
tion, dated the 25th of October, 1873. The deed con- 
tained certain provisions as to the custody of the 
cbildren. The wife counter-claimed for a judicial separa- 
tion on the ground of cruelty, the parties having ad- 
mittedly separated before the execution of the deed, and 
"having lived apart ever since. The Master of the Rolls, as 
to the counter-claim, was of opinion that the foundation of 
the jurisdiction for a judicial separation on the ground of 
cruelty was the apprehension of cruelty or cruel treatment 
con the part of a husband which made it impossible for the 
wife with safety to return to cohabitation. It was also clear 
from the cases that a deed of separation as long as it existed 
-was a complete bar to a separation by the court on the 
ground of cruelty. He did not see how it could be said 
there was any apprehension of renewed cruelty when the 
“parties had lived apart since 1873; and on that ground, as 
well as the execution of the deed of separation, which he 
said was still subsisting, the counter-claim failed. In 
reference to the claim for an injanction to restrain the breach 
of the covenants in the separation deed, his lordship 
delivered a long and elaborate judgment, going very care- 
fully into the law relating to the enforcing of deeds of 
‘separation, Although there were undoubtedly dicta the 
other way, he still considered the weight of judicial opinion 
was decidedly in favour of a mutual remedy, and 
of the husband being able to enforce such deeds as 
‘against his wife; and recently, in Marshall v. Marshall 
(27 W. R. 899), such a deed had even been held a com- 

plete defence by a wife to an action for restitution of 
conjugal rights, Before the passing of the Infants Custody 
Act, 1873, there was no doubt that any provision by which 
a father gave up the custody of his children was simply void, 
but the effect of section 2 of that Act was that no separation 
deed was void on the ground simply that it contained such 
a provision. His lordship was clear that certain breaches of 
the covenants of the deed were intended by the wife, but an 
important question of law was considered whether any 
breach had been committed by the husband, so as to disen- 
title him to relief, by taking proceedings to deprive his wife of 
the custody of their daughter, and by preventing their son also 
going to his mother according to the terms of th deed. The 
deed of separation had been entered into after the passing of 
the Infants’ Custody Act, and he looked upon section 2 of 
that Act as incorporated into the deed of separation, so 
that the provisions as to custody should not be enforced if 
court should be of opinion it would not be for the benefit of 
‘the infants. The covenant as to custody was therefore sub- 
ject to the interference of the court, and the court had inter- 
fered in the matter and taken away the custody from the 
‘mother. As to the son, the question stood on the same 
footing; the father had refused to allow him to go to his 
mother in consequence of his lordship’s previous decision, 
and the matter was even then before him in chambers as to 
what arrangement should be come to. He, therefore, could 
not regard the husband’s conduct as to the custody any 
breach of the covenants of the deed, but rather as an inter- 
ference by the court on behalf of the infants. His lordship 
accordingly granted an injunction to restrain the wife from 
instituting or taking any proceedings to return to cohabita- 
tion, or for restitution of conjugal rights. 


Practicg—Rererkes—Powrr oF Court ro Drat with 
Rerort—Jupicature Act, 1873, ss. 56, 58—Runes or 
Court, 1875, oxp. 36, x, 34.—In the case of Dunkirk 


report of the special referee on the amount of damages pay- 
able to the plaintiffs. On the 21st ult. the Master of the 
Rolls had stated that a new rule was about to be enacted by 
the judges, and that the motion had better stand over until 
after the meeting of the judges. On the 28th ult. the Master 
of the Rolls said that on the 22nd ult. a new rule of court 
had been made, according to which a judge would have 
power to vary the report of a referea, and to decide the ques- 
tion on the evidence adduced before the referee. His lordship 
accordingly, in the above case, considered the evidence taken 
before the referee, and came to the conclusion that he had 
assessed the damages on a wrong footing, and his lordship 
varied the report and assessed them on a different footing. 
He said he should defer delivering formal judgment uatil 
the new rule had been printed and issued. 





Merropouitan Commons Acts, 1866 AND 1872—ScHEME 
FOR PRESERVATION OF ComMon—RiGHT oF Mgrropo.itaN 
Boarpv To Sve Person INTERFERING WITH THEM IN 
PURSUANCE OF THEIR Duties UNDER ScHEME—INFORMA- 
TION—RIGHTS OF THE PwusLic.—In the case of Attorney- 
General v. Amhurst, before-the Master of the Rolls on the 
Ist inst., two important questions were raised as to the effect 
of a scheme for the preservation of a metropolitan commoa, 
made and sanctioned in pursuance of the Metropolitan Com- 
mons Act, 1866, Under the scheme approved in 1872, the 
Metropolitan Board of Works had certain duties cast upon 
them and rights given them of preserving a metropolitan 
common. They alleged that the defendant, the lord of the 
manor, was now interfering with their rights in respect of 
the custody and preservation of the common by enclosing 
the same, and by digging gravel thereon, and they had 
commenced this suit and information asking for an 
injunction to restrain the acts complained of. By the 
Metrspolitan Commons Supplemental Act, 1872, the above 
scheme was confirmed, and, by that Act, has all the effect of 
a public Act of Parliament. The Master of the Rolls dis- 
missed the information, considering that the public as such 
had no rights under the scheme, and therefore that the 
Attorney-General suing on behalf of the public could have no 
interest. As to the action, his lordship considered that the 
effect of the Acts and scheme was to give certain rights to, 
and impose certain duties upon, the Metropolitan Board of 
Works, and in fact te give them, not only an easement over 
the common, but also a sort of qualified possession thereof. 
That being so, he was of opinion they were entitled to 
restrain any ‘person interfering with their rights, or the 
performance of their duties. Onthe facts his lordship came 
to the conclusion no actual interference had deen proved, 
and, therefore, he dismissed the action as well as- the in- 
formation, with costs. 





CoMpany—WINDING vP—Execurion BY CREDITOR— 
Jupicaturs Act, 1875, s. 10—Banxruprey Act, 1869, s. 87. 
—In a case of Jn re Richards §* Co., before Fry, J., on the 
27th of March, the question arose whether the provisions of 
section 87 of the Bankruptcy Act, 1869—which enacts that 
when the goods of a trader are taken in execution under a 
jadgment for a debt above £50 and sold, the sheriff shall 
hold the proceeds of sale for fourteen days, and if, during 
that period, he receives notice of a bankruptcy petition 
against the execution debtor, he shall hold the proceeds of 
sale on trust for the trustee under the bankruptcy—are by 
section 10 of the Judicature Act, 1875, made applicable to 
a company against which a winding-up petition is presented. 
Fry, J., held that they are not. He said that he preferred to 
follow the decision of Malins, V.C., in Jn re The 
Coal Consumers’ Association (25 W. R. 300, LL R. 4 
Ch. D. 625), and Hall, V.C., in Ee parte Railway 
Steel and Plant Company (L. R. 8 Ch. D. 183), to that 
of Jessel, M.R., in Jn re The Printing and Numerical 
Registering Company (L. R. 8 Ch. D. 535), and he 
thought that his view was fortified by some expres- 
sions used by the Master of the Rolls in the earlier case of 
In ve The Albion Stee? and Wire Company (26 W. R. 348, 
L. R. 7 Ch. D. 547). He thought that section 10 onl 
affected the distribution of the assets between secured an 
unsecured creditors. Moerover, it only applied to cases 
where the company could not pay their debts in fall, and 
in many cases it would be impossible to tell whether the 





ey Company v. Ellis Lever § Company (noted ante, p. 
383), the motion was renewed on the 28th Marob, to vary the 





company would do that for a long time after the petition 
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was presented; and if section 87 applied, the sheriff would be 
in a very difficult position. 





Practice — GENERAL LinErRTY TO AMEND — STRIKING 
out Name or Derenpant—Orp. 16, RR. 18, 14—CESsSER 
or Derenpant's InTeEREst—Costs.—In a case of Wymer v. 
Dodds, before Fry, J., on the 29th of March, the action was 
brought in April, 1876, to secure a trust fund for the benefit 
of the plaintiffs and the other persons interested therein, and 
to administer the trusts. The trustees were defendants. 
Another defendant, named Elwon, was entitled to the income 
until he should alienate it, or do or suffer some act whereby 
it would become vested in some other person. In September, 
1876, Elwon filed a liquidation petition, under which a trustee 
of his property was appointed, and thus his interest in the in- 
come ceased. In November, 1876, au order was made (upon a 
summons taken out by the plaintiffs in July, 1876) that the 
writ and statement of claim should be amended upon payment 
of the costs of application by substituting a new plaintiff for 
the original plaintiffs, and otherwise as the plaintiffs might be 
advised. Elwon was served with notice of this summons, 
and his costs of it were paid. After this order was made, 
Elwen’s solicitor received no notice of any further proceed- 
ing in the action, and some time afterwards he discovered 
that on the 2nd of December, 1876, the writ and statement 
of claim had been amended in the way mentioned in the order, 
and also by striking out Elwon’s name as a defendant. A 
summons was then taken out asking that the plaintiff might 
pay Elwon’s costs of the action. It was urged that the 
neme of a defendant could not be struck out under an order 
giving general liberty to amend, but that a special applica- 
tion must be made for the purpose. And, therefore, it 
was urged that the defendant was entitled to his costs 
of the action. On behalf of the plaintiff it was ad- 
mitted that the course taken in striking out the defend- 
ant’s name was irregular. But it was contended that no 
harm had been done to him, for, as his interest had de- 
termined, he must, if his name had not been strwck out, 
have been treated as if he had been no longer a party to the 
action. Neither he nor his trustee could have got his costs 
of the action unless an order for revivor had been made, and 
it would be contrary to the settled practice to revive merely 
for costs, when no order had been made for their payment. 
Fry, J., held that the order to amend did not justify the 
striking out of the defendant’s name without providing for 
his costs. It was not necessary to decide which course the 
plaintiff onght to have taken—to obtain an order to strike 
out the defendant’s name, or to leave his name on the 
record, but not to serve him with the proceedings. If the 
plaintiff had taken either of these courses, still the defend- 
ant’s costs could not have been recovered by any one unless 
some order of revivor had been made, and no such order 
could, consistently with the practice, be made, because the 
defendant had no other interest than an inchoate and con- 
tingest right to costs. If the plaiutiff had taken the right 
course, the defendant could not have got the costs, and the 
plaintiff could not be ordered to pay them merely because 
he bad taken a wrong course. 





Giese Lasp—Cosrt ov Erection or, Buitpincs—Money 
ms Court—Evipence.—In a case of Ex parte The Rector of 
Holywell-cum-Needingworth, before Fry, J., sitting for 
Maline, V.C., on March 27, the rector of a parish in 
the county of Huntingdon applied, by petition under the 
Ely, Haddenham, and Sutton Kailway Extension Act, 1876, 
and the Lands Clauses Consolidation Act, 1845, with the 
consent of the Bishop of the Diocese of Ely and of the 
patroness of the living, and on the authority of Ez parte 
Rector of Shipton (19 W. R. 549) and Fr parte Rector of 
Gamston (L. RB. 1 Ch. D. 477), for the sum of £100 to be 
raised out of a sum of £250 paid into court by a railway 
company by way of purcta+e-money for glebe land taken by 
them for the purpose of their undertaking, and expended 
im defraying the cost of erecting certain buildings on a farm 
forming part of the glebe land. The Jand taken by the 
company had not included any buildings. Affidavits were 
prodaced by the rector, by the surveyor, and the architect, 
to the effect that the erection of the buildings had been in- 
sisted upon by the tenant of the farm before he would take 
the lease, and thet it was absolutely necessary; but his 
lordship held that before the order could be made, evidence 
must be produced to show that the buildings formed a 
permanent improvement, and also the extent to which the 





value of the property had been ncressed by the erection of 
em. 





Vestry MEETING—RIGHT OF PERSONS, IN WHOM THE 
Power TO SUMMON THE MEETING IS VESTED, TO DETERMINE 
THE Time.—In a case of Ex parte Maitland, which came 
before the Queen’s Bench Division on the 31st of March the 
question was discussed whether the vicar of the parish can 
fix the time for holding a vestry meeting. A rule had been 
obtained calling on the vicar and churchwardens of the 
parish of Tottenham to show cause why @ mandamus should 
not issue commanding them, or such of them to whom the 
same should of right belong, to cause notice of the follow- 
ing motion to be inserted in the notice-paper of the next 
vestry meeting of the parish ; that is to say, ‘*To be moved 
by Mr. Maitland, that the time for holding the meetings of 
the vesiry of the parish of Tottenham be seven o'clock in 
the evening.” The vicar refused to insert the notice in 
the motion-paper, and asserted his right to reject it, and 
to fix the time of meeting. The meetings had for a long 
time, previously to November, 1877, been held at seven 
o'clock in the evening, but since then they had always been 
summoned for eleven o’clock in the morning. The court 
(Cockburn, C.J., and Mellor, J.), while refusing to say by 
whom the meetings ought to be summoned, whether by 
vicar or churchwardens, cr both, held that in whomsoever 
that power was vested, there was also vested the right to 
fix the time ; and accordingly refused the rule. 





ADULTERATION—SALE oF Foop anD Drugs Act, 1875 
(88 & 39 Vicr. c. 63), s. 6—“To THE PREJUDICE OF THE 
PurcHAsER’’—PuRCcHASE BY PuBLic OFFICER FOR THE 
Purpose or ANALysis.—In a case of Hoyle v. Hitchman, 
which came before the Queen’s Bench Division on the 26th 
March, and in which they delivered judgment on the 28th, the 
question was decided which has been much discussed lately, 
whether under the Sale of Food and Drugs Act, 1875 (38. & 
39 Vict. c. 63), s. 6, a sale can be said to be “ to the prejudice 
of the purchaser” when the purchaser is a public officer 
appointed under the Act, purchasing with public money for 
the purpose of analysis as. provided by the Act. The case 
came before Sir James Ingram, the chief magistrate of the 
police courts of the metropolis. The respondent sold as 
milk what wes really milk and water, the water having 
been added after it came from the cow. ‘The learned magis- 
trate found all the facts against the respondent, and said 
that the offence would have been committed if the purchase 
had been made by an ordinary customer, and not by the 
public officer for the purpose of analysis only. He held, 
however, that it wasnot a sale to the prejudice of the latter, and 
therefore, dismissed the summons, stating a case at the in- 
tance, of the appellant. The decision of the magistrate was 
founded upon a Scotch case, Davidson vy. McLeod (Scotch 
Cases, 4th series, vol. 5, Justiciary cases, p. 1), which was 
heard before seven judges, several of whom gave their opin- 
ion on this point that such sale was not to the prejudice of the 
purchaser ; and upon a supposed dictum of the Lord Chief 
Justice in Sandys v. Small, which appeared in the dail 
papers, but not in the regular reports of the case in 26 W. R. 
814, L.R. 3 Q. B. D. 449. Several of the metropolitan police 
magistrates were also of the same opinion. The court 
(Mellor and Lush, JJ.) held that the offence had been com- 
mitted. It was plain from the Act that the purchase by 
the public officer was for the purpose of anlaysis, and if on 
analysis adulteration was shown prosecution was to follow 
If, therefore, such purchase was not within section 6 an 
important part of the Act would be entirely nullified ; 
therefore, he mast be a purchaser within the meaning of it. 
Prejudice must mean prejudice generally—to purchasers or 
customers in general. ‘Lhe object of introducing the words 
“to the prejudice of the purchaser” was to exclude the case 
of a seller supplying a better article than that demanded. 


——) 








The Estates Gazette says:—We have frequently noticed on 
going through the Rolls Garden, off Chancery Lane, that 
numerous gentlemen (common law clerke) are standing 
about outside the judge's chambers. It appears that they are 
compelled for want of room in the chambers to stand for 
some considerable time outside, until their business can be 
attended to. We beg to suggest that some kind of glass 
roofing or verandah should be put up to afford them shelter 





in bad weather. 
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Suacteties. 


LAW ASSOCIATION. 


At the usual monthly meeting of the directors, held at the 
hall of the Incorporated Law Society in Chancery-lane on 
Thursday, the 3rd inst., the following being present, viz. :— 
Mr. Desborough (chairman), and Messrs. Tylee, Carpenter, 
Collison, Drew, Hedger, Sidney Smith, Thomas, and Boodle 
(secretary), a grant of £30 was made to an aged member who 
is suffering from bodily infirmity. Two new members 
were elected, and the ordinary general business was tran- 


LAW STUDENTS’ DEBATING SOCIETY. 


The quarterly meeting of this society was held at the Law 
Institution, London, on the Ist inst. Mr. C. Swinfea Eady, 
LL.D., in the chair. The treasurer laid before the meeting 
a list of unpaid fines and subscriptions. The secretary pre- 
sented a statement of the proceedings during the past quarter, 
which showed the society to have maintained much the same 

ition which was shown in the report for the corresponding 
term of 1878. The total number of members on the rolls 
was 237, the average attendance twenty. Sixteen members 
had been elected during the past three months, and the 
average length of the debates had been two hours and ten 
minutes. The report stated in detail the resolutions passed 
during the quarter; namely, to print the annual report; 
giving duthority to the committee to arrange debates with 
other societies ; the motions passed in respect of the present 
practice of granting “‘ dispensing orders,” and the resolution 
to subscribe to the Social Science Association. The society 
then proceeded to the election of three representative 
members for the above-named association, and Mr. A. M. 
Ellis, LL.B., Mr. T. B. Napier, and Mr. J. Van Sommer, 
jan., were elected. A motion was brought forward by Mr. 


_ Napier, seconded by the secretary, and passed as follows:— 





“That two prizes of books, of the value of £5 5s. and £3 3s., 
respectively, be given to the two best speakers during the 
session, excluding past and present members of the committee 
and former winners of the first prize ; the decision to be by 
general ballot at the annual meeting in July.” The time 
being then towards ten o’clock, the discussion of the legal 
question appointed for debate was, on the motion of Mr. 
Swaine, adjourned. Twenty-seven members were present, 


od 


UNITED LAW STUDENTS’ SOCIETY. 


The above society held its usual weekly meeting at 
Clement’s-inn Hall on the 2nd inst., and was occupied 
with business of the society not of general importance. 
The meeting adjourned at 9.20 p.m. 


BIRMINGHAM LAW STUDENTS’ SOCIETY. 


On Tuesday evening, the 1st inst., in connection with 
the above society, a mock trial of an action for breach of 
promise of marriage was, by the kind permission of the 
Mayor (Jesse Collings, Hsq.), held in the old Council 
Chamber, Moor-street, between Angelina MoFlirt, plaintiff, 
and Solomon Sly, defendant. The following are the names 
of the gentlemen who took part in the trial :—The judge, 
Hugo J. Young, Esq., barrister-at-law. The jury, twelve 


Ordinary members present not engaged in the case. The. 


associate, Mr. H. Wallace Soutter, (hon. sec.). Plaintiff, 
Mr. W. B. Vince. Defendant, Mr. T. 8. Kemp. Counsel 
for the plaintiff, Mr. W. Showell Rogers; Mr. F. Harvey 


. Samuel. Counsel for the defendant, Mr. James Cochrane; 


Mr. ©. Johnston Hdwards. Solicitors for the plaintiff, 
Messrs. A. J. O'Connor and W. E. Taylor. Solicitors for 
the defendant, Messrs. A. L. Crockford and W. G. Coul- 
ton, jun. Witnesses—John MoFlirt, Mr. John Freeman; 
Sarah MoFlirt, Mr. J. Moore Bayley. The jury returned 
a verdict for the plaintiff, and awarded her £100 damages. 
There was a very large attendance of members and visitors. 


LEEDS AND BRADFORD LAW STUDENTS’ 
SOUCLETIES. 

On Monday ovoning last there was a joint debate between 

these societies at the Law Lustitute, Albion-place, Leeds, 








Mr. W. T. S. Daniel, Q.C. (president of the Bradford 
Society and joint president with Mr. Serjeant Tindal 
Atkinson of the Leeds Society), in the chair. The subject 
for discussion was, “ Should the descents of real and personal 
estate be assimilated?” Bradford spoke affirmatively and 
Leeds negatively. The leaders for Bradford were Messrs. 
Wheelwright and Barlow, and for Leeds Messrs. Hird and 
Smurthwaite. The following gentlemen also took part iz 
the debate: Messrs. Meredith, Calvert, and Barrows. After 
the president had sammed up, the question was decided by the 
meeting in favour of the affirmative by a majority of five. A 
vote of thanks to Mr, Daniel for presiding concluded the 
meeting. 





LEEDS LAW STUDENTS SOCIETY. 


The annual dinner of the members of the Leeds Law 
Students’ Society took place on the 25th ult. 

Mr. Serjeant Trypan ATKINSoN, who is one of the 
presidents of the society, was in the chair, and amongst the 
guests were Mr. J. W. De L. Giffard, Q.C., judge of the 
Huddersfield County Court ; Mr. West, Mr. Vincent Thomp- 
son, and Mr. Mellor, barristers ; Mr. Edmund Wilson, Mr. 
Rawlinson Ford, Mr. Warren, Mr. J. W. Addyman, Mr. 
Bowling, Mr. J. D. Gould, Mr. S. R. Meredith, &. After 
dinner, 

The CHarRMaN, in brief and appropriate terms, proposed 
the loyal toasts, and the toasts of ‘‘The Chureh,” “The 
Houses of Parliament,” and ‘‘ The Army, Navy, and Reserve 
Forces.” In proposing the toast of “ The Legal Profession,” 
the Chairman said that that profession was regarded in two 
different ways by two different classes of people. By those 
who succeeded the profession was lauded; by those who 
failed it was deprecated. The profession, however, might 
satisfy itself with this, that it was a necessity of modern 
civilisation, and whilst it was characterized by the honour 
and probity which at present distinguished it, in spite of a 
few black sheep, it would hold its own in the good opinion 
and favour of the great public of England. 

Mr. Epmunp WILsox, in proposing the toast of the presi- 
dents of the society (Serjeant Tindal Atkinson and Mr, W. 
T. S. Daniel, Q.C.), took occasion to express his satisfaction 
at the existence of such a society as this. One of its advan- 
tages would be, no doubt, to improve the status of the pro- 
fession. There had been a great improvement within the 
memory of some of those present, and he trusted that it 
would be even greater in the futere. The members of the 
profession*did not always meet with that respect which most 
of them thought they were entitled to. One of the judges 
of the superior courts, recently in Leeds, made some dis- 
paraging remarks with regard to lawyers’ letters which were 
exceedingly ill-timed and uncalled for. It was only occa- 
sionally, however, that they were favoured with the presence 
of a judge of the superior courts, but they had the advan- 
tage of the daily presence of the two judges who formed the 
subject of this toast. Though they had occasion to comment 
sometimes unfavourably on the treatment the profession 
received from the judges of the superior courts, yet there 
was no one who ould complain of the manner in which 
they were treated in the court in their own town. They 
would agree with him that the learned gentleman who pre- 
sided on this occasion, and his learned colleague, 
not only the two great qualities necessary for a judge, in- 
tegrity and ability, but the qualification which enabled them 
to treat those who practised before them with consideration 
and respect. 

The CHarrMAn, in responding, said that his endeavour 
was to discharge his duty without fear, favoar, or affection, 
and with a desire to get at the truth. With regard to his 
colleague who was never absent, except on this i 
he had won a well-merited reputation by qualities whick 
were not too common in this world. He was sure that his 
learned colleague shared with him the wish regarding this 
seciety, that every young man connected with the : 
would follow the same course which had distinguished its 
members in this great centre of commercial activity, and do 
it honour as their predecessors had. done. 

Mr. S. R. Mergprra proposed the toast of the local bar, 

ene with the name of Mr. Vincent Thompson, whe 


res 4 

Mr. J. W. De L. Grerarp, in proposing the toast of “ The 
Society,” said that it was of the greatest importance that 
the education of the legal profession should be extended, 
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because he thought the time was not far distant when 
nearly the whole of the Jegal business in the provinces 
would be done in the Jocal courts. 

Mr. H. Suaw, in responding, said that although this 
society was only established it 1876, yet it would compare 
favourably with similar societies in the provinces, both in 
the number of its members and in its financial position. 

Mr. West proposed the health of the committee and 
officers, coupled with the name of Mr. B. W. Smurthwaite, 
who responded. The other toasts were ‘‘The Visitors,’’ 
proposed by Mr. Mellor ; and “The Ladies,” proposed by 
Mr. Warren. 





LAW UNION FIRE AND LIFE INSURANCE 
COMPANY. 


The annual general meeting of this company was held 
on Thursday, the 27th ult., at the office, 126, Chancery- 
lane, Mr. James Cuddon, the chairman, presiding. 

The report was as follows :— 

The directors have the pleasure to submit to the share- 
holders the accounts of the company for the twenty-fourth 
year of its operations. 

In the fire department the number of new insurances 
effected during the year was 6,217, for an aggregate 
amount of £6,127,497, and yielding £8,174 19s. 5d. in new 
premiums. 

In the life department, during the same period, 309 
proposals were made for insuring £352,215, of which thirty- 
four proposals, for insuring £51,840, were declined ; thirty- 
nine proposals, for insuring £56,490 were not completed ; 
and 236 policies, insuring £243,885, and yielding new 
premiums to the amount of £7,457 1ls. 3d., were com- 
pleted. 

Nineteen annuities and one survivorship annuity were 
granted, the parchase-money for which amounted to 
£8,957 19s. 4d. 

The total number of life policies in force at the close of 
the year was 3,110, insuring the sum of £2,453,144. 

The gross income of the company for the year (exclu- 
sive of the sums received for annuities) amounted to 
£138,382 18s. 44., which, added to the sum received 
for granting annuities, makes a total receipt of 
£147,340 178. 8d. 

The receipts for the year have exceeded the expenditure 
by the sum of £52,903 16s. 7d. 

The average rate of interest obtained on the invested 
assets of the company was £4 12s. per cent. 

The balance for the year on the fire account is £13,668 9., 
of which £4,727 18s. 2d. has been added to the fire insur- 
ance fand, increasing it to £25,000, and the remainder, 
namely, £8,940 10s. 10d., has been carried to the credit of 
the profit and loss account. 

The amonrt of credit of this account on the 30th of 
November last was £24,670 0s. 9d., aad the directors re- 
commend the payment thereout of a dividend of twenty 
per cent. on the paid-up capital of the company for the 
current financial year. This will amount to £12,000, and 
there will remain, after payment of such dividend, a credit 
balance in favour of the profit and loss account of 
£12,670 Os. 94. 

On the 30th day of November next the books will be 
closed for the fifth quinquennial valuation of the assets and 
liabilities of the company, with a view to a distribution of 
profits among the shareholders and policyholders entitled 
to participate, and the directors earnestly hope that both 
proprietors and assared will endeavour to send in some new 
life policies during the current financial year. 

The Cuainman, in moving the adoption of the report, said : 
Gentlemen, the _— over which the accounts now before 
you extend has, 1 need hardly observe, been one of unusual 
dulness and depression in almost every business. This state 
of affairs has certainly ledin many instances to 4 postponement 
to a more convenient future of contemplated life insurances. 
Although, accordingly, we find that we are not an exception 
to the general rule of a falling off in new life business in the 

t year, as compared with the previous year, yet it must be 

¢ in mind that the new life business of such previons year 
was with us exceptionally large, The new life business of 
the past year is not, however, very much below the average 
of the first three years of the current quinquenvium, and 
with which average we have been quite satisfied. That 


—___—__., 


average was about £270,000 per annum in the sums, 

and the sams assured in the past year having been just about 
£244,000 (the policies averaging £1,033) there is really only 
a difference of about £26,000, which is not by any means 
a large difference, and spread over four years amounts to 
very little. The light average amount of the policies which 
became claims (being fifty-nine, in respect of forty-four 
deaths) has contributed to enhance the year’s surplus, 
average amount of claim per policy was only £504 (excludi 
bonns), whereas the average of the company’s subsisti; 
life policies is £789—the difference between the sum paid 
and the sum thus expected to be paid is considerable. [ 
may observe that the diminution of the premium revenue in 
respect of these claims is £874. The fire business has yielded 
very satisfactory profit. The amount of new fire business also 
has been large, and is in excess of that of the previous year, 
Upon the whole I think it is quite true to say that the 
company has never hada better year or indeed so good a 
year. Thus we have been enabled to recommend a substan- 
tial increase of the dividend, augmenting it to £20 per cent. 
I trust this dividend is one with which all the shareholders 
will be quite satisfied, and that we may confidently hope 
that it may be maintained. Following up the prudent 
course hitherto adopted, you will see we have kept in reserve 
on the profit and loss account a sum moro than equal to that 
now recommended to be divided. During the past year 
forty-two life policies were surrendered, the annual 
premiums whereon were £1,309, and 106 life policies lapsed, 
which had yielded in annual premiums £1,341, There is 
undoubtedly a profit in respect of surrendered and lapsed 
policies, though a larger eventual profit might be expected 
from the continuance of those policies. Therefore, in con- 
sidering the progress made through the new business these 
surrenders and lapses, as well as the loss of premiums 
from policies which have become claims, must be 
taken into account; for a very considerable portion 
of the new business income, in fact, only fills up 
the gap occasioned by such surrenders, lapses, and 
claims, hence the great importance of new business, 
One of our old and highly respected shareholders, has asked 
for information as to the item in the accounts regarding 
reversions, the amount invested therein being stated at 
£91,970 19s. 3d. Iam always glad that questions should 
be asked by members themselves, because it evinces their 
taking an interest in the affairs of the company. If every 
shareholder would really take an interest in the company, 
that is all that would-be required very quickly to double 
every item in the accounts before you to-day. Well, as to 
reversions—it is not our custom to give credit year by year 
as profit for the sums gained on the particular reversions 
which may have fallen in during the year. We buy our 
reversions on a table calculated to yield about six per cent. ; 
then we debit the account with five per cent. on the sum in- 
vested, and write off at the end of the year from the amount 
invested the whole sum realized by the reversions which 
have fallen in during the year. At each quinquennium the 
remaining reversions are, of course, nearer maturity, and 
consequently must be of greater value. I know of no 
better mode of treating these investments. It appears to me 
that as we invest in numerous reversions we should only 
look at the average return, and not to the gain by any one 
reversion alone, and this is what we do. ‘The account is 
made up thus :—Amount invested in reversions, the 30th of 
November, 1877, £76,252 16s. 5d.; amount invested in 
financial year ended the 30th of November, 1878, £16,724 
2s. 10d.; together, £92,976 19s. 3d.; interest debited 
thereon, £3,834 19s. 5d.; makiny a total of £96,811 18s. 
8d, ; deduct amount received on reversions fallen in during 
financial year, £4,840 198. 5d.; amount invested in rever- 
sions the 30th of November, 1878, £91,970 19s. 3d. If any 
gentleman wished for further information I shall be very 
happy to give it to the best of my ability, and I will now 
conclude by moving the adoption of the report. 


Mr. ©. Pemberton (the deputy-chairman) seconded the 
motion, which was carried unanimously. 

Mr. N.S, E. Sreinsena, the shareholder referred to by 
the chairman, suggested to the directors the desirability of 
stating in all future balance sheets, in separate items, the 
value of the reversions, the amount of interest thereon, the 
sums paid daring the year for the purchase of reversions, 
deducting the amoun: received from reversions which bad 
fallen in, and carrying the net amount into the outer 
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ae a ee a a, a ee | ae 





‘April 5, 1879. 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 447 








—_— 

‘The CHAIRMAN remarked that the accounts were made 
‘out in statutory form, but so far as he could see there could 
be no objection to giving the particulars asked for in some 
form or other. If it were left to the directors they would 
consider what could be done to give effect to the wishes of 
the hon. proprietor, although at the same time he would 
remark that the information could always be obtained of 
the secretary at the office, or at these meetings. 

Mr. STEINBERG said he would prefer to have the items 
get out in print, but he was quite satisfied to leave the 
matter to the discretion of the board. 

Mr. J. Dopps, M.P.—Gentlemen, I have much pleasure 
jn moving that the recommendation of the directors in 
their report now read be adopted, and that a dividend after 
the rate of twenty per cent. per annum free of income-tax 
‘be paid to the shareholders on the paid-up capital for the 
financial year ending on the 30th of November, 1879. 

Mr. HancourT Master seconded the motion, which was 
_at once adopted. . 

Mr. R. W. Roxserts proposed, and Mr. Gzorce Hype 
seconded, the re-election of the retiring directors, whose 
names were put separately to the meeting, and in each case 
the re-election was unanimous. 

On the motion of Mr. R. Warp, seconded by Mr. Srern- 
zerc, Mr. Theodore Waterhouse was re-elected a share- 
holders’ auditor; and on the motion of the CHarrMAn, 
seconded by Mr. Erasmvs Witson, Mr. James J. Darley 
was re-elected an auditor on the part of the assured. 

Mr. H. J. Francis proposed that the sum of fifty guineas 
be paid to each anditor for his services during the past 
year, which was seconded by Mr. T. H. Srreer, and 

to. 

The CHAIRMAN next moved that the best thanks of the 
meeting be presented to the actuary and secretary, the 
tolicitor, and the office staff generally, for their great at- 
tention to the business of the office. The shareholders 
were greatly indebted to those geatlemez, who did every- 
thing they could to increase the prosperity of the company, 
and he wag sure that the motion would find many seconders 
and be carried by acclamation. 

Mr. ExasMus Wiuson seconded the resolution, whichwas 
cordially adopted. 

Mr. McGepy (the actuary and secretary) and Mr. 
@zorce Burges (the solicitor) briefly acknowledged the 
tompliment. 

Mr. Dopps, M.P., thought they would not be doing their 
‘duty if they separated without tendering their thanks to 
the chairman for the manner in which he had conducted 
howl as he did every other meeting over which he pre- 





Mr. R. W. Roperts seconded the motion, which was 
carried unanimously. 

The CuarrMaN returned thanks, remarking that it was 

is pleasure as well as his duty to do all he possibly could 
to forward the interests of the company. 








Leqal News. 


Tn a case heard before the Master of the Rolls on the 28th 
ult. his lordship said he much regretted he had no power to 
tefase to allow the time of his officials to be taken up with 
the winding up of small companies, where as a rule the 
whole of the assets were exhausted in costs, and nothing was 
ever paid to the creditors. Unfortunately, asthe law nuw 
Stood, he himself and his officers wore obliged to take cog- 
nizance of these matters, which could so much better be 
dealt with in a voluntary liquidation, or by some inferior 
‘and cheaper tribunal 


The Citizen says that a large number of influential mem- 
‘bers of the legal profession have signed a requisition to the 
registrar of the City of London Court setting forth that, by 
Treason of the enormous increase of business in it, in conse- 
quence of a recent Act of Parliament, the present staff and 
-ollice are quite inadequate to the prompt dispatch of business. 
The uisition states that a solicitor or his clerk having to 
sign judgment or issue execution has, at two separate depart- 
‘ments, to take his turn behind a string of people sometimes 
thirty deep. 


At a conference of visiting justices from different parts 





of the country, held at Westminster Palace Hotel on Wed- 
nesday, for the purpose of eliciting from each representa- 
tive his views on the working of the Prisons Act, 1877, 
Mr. J. S. Hibbert, M.P. in the chair, the .following reso- 
lutions were unanimously passed:—(1) That the power of 
Visiting committees of justices might with benefit be ex- 
tended, and that their dutiesas regards the general rules 
laid down by the Home Secretary require to be more 
clearly defined. (2) That power should be given to each 
committee to appoint an independent clerk to be adequately 
remunerated by the Government. (3) That the prison 
rules and standing orders laid down by the Home Secre- 
tary and by the Prison Commissioners require revision for 
the purpose of carrying out the requirements of the Act 
and for defining the duties of prison officials. (4) That 
it be recommended to the Home Secretary to arrange at 
least once a year for a conference between the Prison Com- 
missioners and representatives of district committees. A 
deputation was appointed to wait on Mr. Cross. 


A meeting of members of the Inner and Middle Temple 
was held on Monday, the 3lst ult., in the lecture-hall of 
the Inner Temple, to receive the report of the joint com- 
mittee appointed at the meeting held on the 6th ult. Sir 
Patrick Colquhoun, Q.C., occupied the chair, and shortly 
referred to the action of the benchers of the Inner Temple, 
and their readiness to do all in their power to promote the 
proposed institution. Mr. Swinfen Eady, LL.D., in moving 
“That the joint committee appointed on the 6th of March 
be now dissolved,” shortly stated what had taken place 
since the appointment of the committee. He said that a 
memorial had been presented to the benchers of the Inner and 
Middle Temple in identical terms; but the two memorials 
had met with widely different receptions. The benchers of 
the Inner Temple cordially approved of the scheme, and 
were anxious to promote it, and do allin their power for the 
welfare of the members of the Inn. They had appointed 
@ committee to consider the subject, and on the recommen- 
dation of the committee had resolved to appropriate for 
the common rooms the set of chambers now occupied by 
the Crown Office at No. 2, King’s Bench-walk. Since the 
bench meeting, however, the notice by the Crown Office of 
their intention to quit these chambers had been withdrawn; 
but there was another set of chambers still more convenient 
in every respect, those now occupied by the masters of the 
Queen’s Bench ; these chambers would be vacated by mid- 
summer, and he had great hopes that the benchers would 
allow them the gratuitous use of this set for the proposed 
reading and common rooms. At all events he had authority 
for saying that the benchers would give them rent free the 
first set of chambers falling vacant, which they considered 
suitable for the proposed institution; and, as far as he 
could gather, their only wish seemed to be how they could 
best promote the welfare of the members of their society. 
The action of the Middle Temple benchers had been very 
different. The memorial had been considered at a fall 
meeting, at which twenty-four members were present, bat 
it evoked no discussion whatever, and no action was taken 
upon it. The offer of the Inner Temple Bench had been 
very graciously made, and he thought ought to be grate- 
fally accepted. Mr. Samuel Poynter (Middle Temple) 
seconded the motion to dissolve the joint committee, and 
much regretted that the governing body of the Middle 
Temple had been unable to accede to the memorial ad- 
dressed to them. Of course, the benchers of the Inne#¥ 
Temple, in offering chambers, only intended to provide 
for their own men, and, henceforward, the benefits 
of the proposed institution would belong alone to 
members of that society. Several members then addressed 
the meeting, suggesting that, although the rooms were pro- 
vided by the Inner Temple, yet that Middle Temple men 
might be admitted on payment of an annual subscription. 
After a few words from the chairman, the motion was then 
put and carried unanimously. Mr. Shirley-Shirley thea 
moved, and Mr. Eustace Smith seconded, a resolution to ap- 
point a committee of five members of the Inner Temple to 
accept from the benchers the first suitable set of chambers 
which.they placed at the committee's disposal, and to make 
all arrangements necessary for opening the common and 
reading rooms as speedily as possible. The resolution was 
carried cmaniously, an the following committee was ap- 
pointed :—Messrs. Swinfen Kady, Shirley-Shirley, Eustace 
Smith, H. F, Boyd, and ©, L, Sandars. The meeting then 
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terminated with a hearty vote of thanks to Sir Patrick 
Colquhoun, not only for presiding that day, but for his 
cordial support and co-operation throughout. 





Appointments, Ete. 


Mr. Witttam BartHoLMew, solicitor, of 83, Ladbroke- 
grove, Notting-hill, has been appointed a Commissioner to 
Administer Oaths in the Supreme Court of Jadicatare. 


Mr. Norman Bennett, solicitor, of Chapel-en-le-Frith 
and Boxton, has been elected Clerk to the Chapel-en-le- 
Frith Board of Guardians, Assessment Committee, and 
Rural Sanitary Authority, in the place of his father, Mr. 
William Bennett, who has resigned. Mr. N. Bennett was 
admitted a solicitor in 1865. 


Mr. Epwarp Lasnrorp Cave, solicitor, of Bromyard, 
has been elected Clerk to the Bromyard Board of 
Guardians, Assessment Committee, and Rural Sanitary 
Authority, in succession to Mr, Henry Nicholls Knott, 
resigned. 

Mr. Perer Epwarp HANSELL, solicitor, of Norwich and 
Cromer, has been appointed Clerk to the Cromer Protec- 
tion Commissioners. Mr. Hansell was admitted a solicitor 
in 1855, and is in partnership with his brother, Mr. 
Thomas William Hansell. He is also clerk to the Governors 
of the Norwich Grammar School, and to the Visiting 
Justices of the Thorpe Lunatic Asylum. 


Mr. Epwarp Lespsirrer, solicitor (of the firm of Lead- 
bitter, Harvey, & Bigge), of Neweastle-upon-Tyne, has 
been appointed by the High Sheriff of Northumberland 
(Mr. John Craster) to be Under-Sheriff of that county for 
the current year. Mr. Leadbitter is clerk of lieutenancy 
for Northumberland and Newcastle-upon-Tyne, and was 
admitted a solicitor in 1860. 


Me. ToEep Witt1am Pearse, solicitor, (of the firm of 
Pearse, Pearse, and Halliley) of. Bedford, has been ap- 
pointed by the High Sheriff of Bedfordshire (Mr. Thomas 
Bagnall), to be Under-Sheriff of that county for the current 
year. Mr. Pearse was admitted a solicitor in 1843. He is 
algo clerk of the peace for Bedfordshire, town clerk of 
Bedford, and clerk to the Bedford Division of the County 
Magistrates 


Mr. Samvet Prextice, Q.C., has been appointed Re- 
corder of the Borough of Maidstone, in the place of Mr. 
Robert Henry Ballock Marsham, who has been appointed 
@ Police Magistrate for the Metropolis. Mr. Prentice was 
called to the bar at the Middle Temple in Easter Term, 
1343, and is a member of the South-Eastern Circuit. He 
became a Qceen’s Counsel in 1966, and he is a bencher of 
the Middle Temple. Mr. Prentice has on several occasions 
sat as assistant -jadge at the Middlesex Sessions. 


Mr. Henzy Sreixere, solicitor and notary, of New 
Romney, has been elected Clerk to the Lydd School 
Board. Mr. Stringer was admitted a solicitor in 1860, and is 
town clerk and clerk of the peace for the Liberty of Romney 
Marsh, town of Lydd, and Cinque Port of New Romney, 
registrar of the Romney County Court, and clerk to the 
Magistrates, the Commissioners of Taxes, Commissioners 
of Sewers, and Highway Board. 


Mr. Tuzev has been appointed a Clerk to the Chancery 
Registrars 


Mr. Cuantys Barter Srvant Wortier, barrister, has been 
Secretary to the Royal Commission on the Sale 
and Transfer of Ecclesiastical Benefices, in succession to 
Mr. Edward Stanley Hope, who has been appointed a 
Commissioner of Charities. Mr. Wortley is the second son 
of the Right Hon. James Stuatt Wortley, Q.C. He was 
born in 1851, and is « graduate of Balliol College, Oxford. 
He was called to the bar at the Inner Temple ia January, 
1876, see oe acy on the North-Eastern Circuit, and at 
the West Riding and Leeds Sessions. 





New Orvers, Ete. 


RULES OF THE SUPREME COURT. 
MARCH, 1879. 


1. These rules may be cited as “ The rules cf the Su 
Court, March, 1879,” or each separate rule may be cited ag 
as if it had been one of the rules of the Supreme: 
and had been numbered by the number of the order and ml, 
mentioned in the margin. 

2. These rules shall come into operation on the 97th 
of March, 1879. 

Orper V.—Rule 4a. 

3. If, in any action commenced and pending in any ong 
of the Queen’s Bench, Comman Pleas, or Exchequer Diyi- 
sions of the High Court, the trial shall take place before g 
judge of another of the said divisions, the cause shall from 
that time be transferred to the division of which such judge 


is a member. 
Orver XIX.—Zule 29a. 

4, When a cause in the Chancery Division is proceedi 
in a district registry, all certificates of the chief clerk 
taxing masters, and all affidavits and other documents 
(required to be filed) used in London before the judge in 
chambers, or before any taxing master or referee of the 
court, and not already filed in the district registry, shall be 
filed in the same office as they would have been filed in ff 
the proceedings had originally commenced in London; and 
if the court or judge shall so direct, office copies thereof shall 
be transmitted to the district registry. 


Orver XXXVI. 

5. Rule 34 is hereby annulled, and the following shal 
stand in lieu thereof :— 

Rule 34, 

The referee may, before the conclusion of any trial before 
him, or by his report under the reference made to him, sub- 
mit aDy question arising therein for the decision 
of the court, or state any facts specially, with 
power to the court to draw inferences there 
from, and in any such case the order to be made on:sach 
submission or statement shall be entered as the court may 
direct ; and the court shall have power to require anyex 
planation or reasons fiom the referee, and to remit the cause 
or matter, or any part thereof, for re-trial or further com 
sideration to the same or any other referee ; or the court 
may decide the question referred to any referee on the 
evidence taken before him, either with or without additional 
evidence as the court may direct, 


Orper XXXIX. 


6. Rule 1a is hereby annulled, and the following shal 
stand in lieu thereof :— 

Rule 1a. 

Applications for new trials shall be by motion calling on 
the opposite party to show cause at the expiration of 4 
days from the date of the order, or 86° soon after as the case 
can be heard, why a new trial should not be directed. Such 
motion shall be made within the times following, unless the 
court, or a judge, shall enlarge the time :— 

An application to a divisional court for a new trial, if the 
trial has taken place in London or Westminster, 
made within four days after tho trial, or on the first sub- 
seqnent day 6 which @ divisional court, to which the 
application may be made, shall have actually et to hear 
motions. If the trial has taken place elsewhere than 
London or Middlesex, the motion shall be made within, 
seven days after the last day of sitting on the circuifts for » 
Fogland ‘atid Wales during “Which the action shall have 
been tried, or within the first four days of the peat toon: 
ing sittings, if saci Gay ocdtrw Auriig or within 0 week 
immediately before a vacation. 


Onper LIl.—Rule 6a, : 
7. Whenover the trusts of any will or settlement are 
administered, and a wale in ordered of any property 
in the trustees of such will or settlement trust fr 
sale of with powor of sale by such trustees, the eonduct of 
such sale shall be given to such trustecs unless tho judge | 
shall otherwise direct, 
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Orver LIV. 


g. Rule 6 is hereby annulled, and the following shall 


"stand in lieu thereof: — 


Rule 6. 

” In the Queen’s Bench, Common Pleas, and Exchequer 
Divisions, every appeal tothe court from any decision at 

shall be by motion, and shall be made within 
eight days after the decision appealed against, or, if no 
court to Which such appeal can be made shall sit within 
such eight days, then on the first day on which any such 
court may be sitting after the expiration of such eight 


oa Onper LVII.—Rule 5a. 


9; If upon the hearing of an appeal from a judgment pro- 
nounced by ajudge or court on the verdict or finding of a 
-jgry, or of a judge without a jury, it shall appear to the 
| of Appeal that a new trial ought to be had, it shall be 
| lawful for the said Court of Appeal, if it shall think fit, to 
| der that the verdict and judgment shall be set aside, and 
| that a new trial shall be had. 


fh Oxnper LXI.—Rule 2a. 
10, The Easter vacation in the present year shall, as re- 
the offices of the registrars and taxing masters of the 
Division, commence on Good Friday, and termi- 

nteon Saturday, the 19th day of April. 


OFFICE OF RECORDS AND WRITS. 


RacuLaTions as to Copies or AFFIDAVITS BROUGHT IN 
WITH THE ORIGINALS AND LEFT TO BE EXAMINED AS 
Orrick Corts. 


1, After the original affidavit has been marked at the 
divisional seat, the copy and original must be taken to the 
sationer by the solicitor. 

2% Copies left on a day preceding a motion day, and re- 
qired for use on the hearing of a motion, and other copies 
mquired for immediate use, are to be marked with a special 
mark at the divisional seat. 

8, The stationer is to number the copies in each class 
(those specially marked and those not so marked) in the 
oder in which the copies in that class are left with him, 
td at once hand them to the examiners, who will examine 
them in order, according to their classand number. Copies 
pecially marked will be examined in priority to all copies 
wi specially marked, left the same day. 

4 All copies should be left before two p.m. of the day 
feeding that on which they are required to be delivered 
wut, If left after two p.m., it may be found impossible to 
¢mmine them before six p.w., the hour at which (according 
tothe office regulations) the examiners and writers leave ; 
ti, consequently, the clerks of records and writs cannot 
midettake that such copies shall be ready for delivery at 
the opening of the office next day. 

5. No person shall be entitled to have a copy belonging 
ttitker class examined out of its tarn in that class. 

6. The foregoing regulations are to be acted on from and 
tier the sixteenth day of April, 1879. 

‘B—As great inconvenience has hitherto arisen in the 
from country solicitors not sending to London the 
aiidavita, copies of which are required for use on motion 
op mal late on the preceding day, London agents should 
no time in making the above regulations known to 


fem, 





Legislation of the Weck. 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 


MARCH 27.—BILL READ A SECOND TIME. 
Parvate Bust.—Oyster ‘and Mussel Fisherios Ord er 
Water, Essex), 
BILLS READ A THIRD TIME. 
WATE BiLis.—Whitby Harbour and Port, Vicars and 
_ Patent, Rathkeale and Nowoastle Junction Rail- 


Tho MARCH 28,—ROYAL COMMISSION. 
seve assent was given by Commission to the Con- 
und (No. 2) Bill and the District Auditors’ 


BILL READ A SECOND TIME. 
Private Brtu.—Berry’s Estate. 
BILLS READ A THIRD TIME, 
® Private Brris.—Llandudno Improvement, Richardson's 
Estate, Norwich Union Fire Insurance Society. 
MARCH 31.—BILL READ A SECOND TIME. 
Bankers’ Booxs Evinence. 
BILL IN COMMITTEE. ; 

Oysters, &c., Fisurrrs Orper (BLackwartzr, Esszx). 

BILLS READ A THIRD TIME. 
Jupscatune Acts AMENDMENT. Maepicat Acr (1858) 
AMENDMENT. 

APRIL 1.—BILL READ A SECOND TIME. 

Prvate Bitt.—Dover and Deal Railway. 

BILLS READ A THIRD TIME. 

Private Bruts.—Chester Cemetery, Monmouthshire Rail- 
way and Canal, Grand Junction Canal, West Kent Main 
er Oyster and Mussel Fisheries Order (Blackwater, 

sex). 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
MARCH 27.—BILL READ A FIRST TIME. 
East Invi Loan. 
MARCH 28.—BILL READ A SECOND TIME. 
Private Bitu.—Stafford and Uttoxeter Railway. 
MARCH 31.—BILL READ A SECOND TIME. 
Private Biit.—Vestry of St. Pancras. 
APRIL 1.—BILLS READ A SECOND TIME. 
Private Birus.—Aire and Calder Navigation, Crystal 
Palace District Gas, Derby Improvement, Ilkley Gas, Not- 
tingham Corporation. 
Rewer or Insane Poor. Lrcensine Act (1872) Awenp- 


MENT. 

BILLS READ A THIRD TIME. 
Pervate Brrts.—London and South-Western, London, 
Brighton, and South Coast Railway Companies (Steam 
Vessels), London, Brighton, and South Coast Railway, Tipton 


Local Board. 
Racecourses (MeTRopotis). 
APRIL 2.—BILLS READ A SECOND TIME. 
Private Bitts.—Burnt Fer First District, Furaese Rail- 
way, London Tramways, Weymouth and Melcombe Regis 


Bridge. 
BILL READ A THIRD TIME. 
Private Bitt.—Lewes Cattle Market. 





Court Papers. 
SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE. 


Rora or REGISTRARS IN ATTENDANCE ON 


Covet or Masrer or THs 

Date. APPRAL. Rouus. V.C. Maknns. 
Monday, April 7Mr.Holdship Mr. Ward Mr. Cobby 
Tuesday 8 Teesdale Pemberton Merivale 
Wednesday.... 9 | Holdship Ward Cobby 
Thursday .... 10 Teesdale Pemberton Merivale 


V.0.Bacom. V.C. Hits, Mr Justice 

7Mr. Koe Mr. King Mr. Latham 
Clowes Farrer Leach 

Koe King Latham 
Clowes Farrer Leach 


Monday, April 
Tuesday ...... 
Wednesday.... 9 
Thursday ..., 10 


THE SPRING ASSIZES. 


The following arrangements have been made for holding 
the Spring Assizes (at which prisoners only will be tried, 
and no civil business taken), which are expected to com- 
mence at the first places simultaneously on the 22nd of 
April next :— . 

Sovrn-Eastern Cixcurt (Mellor, J.).—For the combined 
counties of Norfolk and Saffolk and the city of Norwioh the 
assizes will be held at Ipswich ; for the counties of Huat- 
ingdon and Cambridge, at Cambridge; for the county of 
Herta and so much of Essex ag is not within the Central 
Criminal Court district, at Hertford ; for the county of 
Sussex, the city of Canterbury, and 8 much of Kent as is 
not within the Central Criminal Gourt district, at Lewes, 

Miotanp Orecurr (Lush, J.).—For the county and town 
of Nottingham and the county and city of Lincoln, at Lia- 
coln; for the counties of Derby and Ratlend and the county 





and borough of Leicester, at Derby; for the counties of 
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Northampton, Bedford, and Bucks, at Northampton ; for the 
county of Warwick, at Warwick. 

Norra aup South Waxes Circuit (Grove, J.).—For the 
-combined counties of Montgomery, Merioneth, Carnarvon, 
Anglesea, Denbigh, and Flint, the assizes will be held at 
Ruthin; for the county of Chester, at Chester; for the county 
of Glamorgan, the county and borough of Carmarthen, the 
county of Pembroke, the town of Haverfordwest, and the 
counties of Cardigan, Brecknock, and Radnor, at Swansea. 

Western Circutr (Huddleston, B.).—For the counties of 
Southampton, Wilts, and Dorset, at Winchester; for the 
counties of Devon and Cornwall and the city of Exeter, at 
— for the county of Somerset and the city of Bristol, at 

ristol. 

Oxrorp Crecuit (Hawkins, J.).—For the counties of 
Oxford and Berks, at Reading; for the counties of Hereford 
and Monmonth, the county and city of Gloucester, and the 
‘county and city of Worcester, at Worcester; for the 
counties of Salop and Stafford, at Stafford. 

NortTH-Eastern Crecuit (Manisty, J.).—For the county 
of Northumberland ard the town of Newcastle-upon-Tyne, 
at Newcastle ; for the county of Durham, at Durham ; for 
the county and city of York, at York. 

Nortzern Circurr (Stephen, J.).—For the counties of 
Cumberland and Westmoreland, at Carlisle; for the 
Northern and Salford divisions of Lancashire, at Man- 
chester; for the West Derby division, at Liverpool. 








SALES OF ENSUING WEEK. 
oe 7.—Mr. CHANCELLOR, at the Mart, at 1 for 2 p.m., 
eels preetee (see advertisement, Feb. 22, p. 4) 
April 8.—Mr. W. C. Ciirrorp, at the Mart, at 2 p.m., lease- 
hold properties, ~~ advertisement, this week, p. 4). 
il 9.—Messrs. Epw1n Fox & Bovsriexp, at the Mart, at 2 
p-m., leasehold properties (see advertisement, March 22, p. 4). 








PUBLIC COMPANIES. 


April 3, 1879. 
GOVERNMENT FUNDS, 


3 per Cent. Consols, 97 Annuitias, April, 85, 9f 

Ditto for Aoccant, May 6, 974 Do. (Red Sea T.) Aug. 1908 

Lo. 3 per Cent. Reduced, 954 Ex Bills, 21000, 24 per Ct.14 pm. 
New 3 per Cent., 954 Ditto, £500, Do, 14 pm. 

Do, 34 perCent., Jan, ’94 Ditto, 2100 & £200, i4 pm. 

Do. 24 perCent., Jan. '94 Bank of England Stock, 256 xd 
Annuities, Jan.’80 Ditte for Account. 





INDIAN GOVERNMENT SECURITIES. 


Ind .Stk.,5 per Cent.Jaly, 80,103 ; Enf.Pr. 54 per Cent., May, 81 
Dittofor Account, — Ditto Debertures, 4 per Cent, 
Ditto 4 per Cent., Oct. ’88, 1005 April, ’64 

Ditto, ditto, Certificates — Do.Do,5 per Cent., Aug, 73 
Ditto Enfaced Ppr.,4 per Cent. Do. Bonds, 4 per Cent. £1000 
2ad Enf.Pr., 5 per C., Jan.’72 Ditto, ditto, under £1000 








BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 


BIRTHS, 

Bzeexerey.—March 3, at Cedar Hill, Antigua, West Indies, 
the wife of the Hon. H. 8S. Berkeley, Solicitor-General of 
the Leeward Islands, of a son. 

CorrzrL..—March 26, at Edgbaston, the wife of W. Swinfen 
Cottrell, solicitor, Birmingham, of a daughter. 

be iy 1, at 17, Denmark-hili, Wimbledon, the 
wife of H. J. W. Coulson, barrister-at-law, of a son. 

Fonrstex.—Feb. 16, at Grahamstown, Cape Colony, the wife 
: J. ae Forster, of the Inner Temple, barrister-at-law, 
of a daughter. 

GurExwoop.—March 27, at 24, Brompton-crescent, 8.W., the 
wife of C. W. Greenwood, barrister-at-law, of a son, 

Lawtiiiere.—March 25, at 5, Aldridge-road-villas, Westbourne 
park, the wife of Francis P, Labilliere, barrister-at-law, of a 


son. 
O’ Bxtex.—March 2, at 82, Warwick-gardens, Kensington, 
W., the wife of HK. Barry O’Brien, barrister-at-law, of a 
daughter. 
MARRIAGES, 
Anustiono—Wintnnor—March 22, at Sydney, N.S.W., 
Frederick Jennings Armstrong, barrister-at-law, to Florence 
ory oe the Rev. Benjn. Winthrop, of $2, Cromwell- 





Moy1iz—Hircuens.—March 20, in London, Copley Moyl, 
barrister of the High Court of Calcutta, to Laura Mar, 
daughter of the late Joel Hitchens, Old Broad-street, 


DEATHS. 

NicHoLson.—March 26, at Brighton, Joseph Nicholson, of ty 

Middle Temple, barrister-at-law, and No. 1, Verulam-buij. 
ings, Gray’s-inn, aged 59 years. 

Pav tt.—March 18, at Lubeck, Charles William Pauli, p 
for many years one of the Judges of the High Court of Ps 
of the Towns, aged 86 years. 


es 


LONDON GAZETTES. 


Professional Partnerships Dissolved. 
Fripay, Mar. 28, 1879. 

Frankish, Samuel Cook, and William Gold Buchanan, Deveragy ¢t, 

Temple, Solicitors. Dec 31, 1877 
Tuxspay, ‘Apr. 1, 1879. 
Ansdell, John, and Thomas Fer guson Ansdell, St Helen’s Lancaster, 
Solicitors. Dec 31, 1873 
Winding up of Joint Stock Companies, 
Limtrep tn CHANCERY. 
Faiway, March 28, 1879. 

Aston Hall Colliery Company, Limited.—Creditors are required, on of 
before Apr 25, to send their names and addresses, and the particulary 
of their debts or claims to Esau Hanson Halifax. Monday, May i ¢ 
11 is appointed for hearing and adjudicating upon the debts an 
claims 

Horbury Bridge Coal, Iron, and Wagon Company, Limited.—By 
order made by V.C. Hall dated Mar 21, it was ordered that the abow 
company be wound up. Jaques and Jaques, Ely pl, agents for Deane, 
Liverpool, solicitor for the petitioner 

Land Mortgage and Savings Bank, Limited.—Petition for winding u 
presented Mar 27, directed to be heard before the M.R. on Apr, 
Harlow, Southampton buildings, solicitor for the petitioner 

Penang Plantations Company, Limited.—Petition for winding up pre. 
sented Mar 26, directed to be heard before the M.R. on Apr 5, 
Tilleard and Co, Old Jewry, solicitors for the petitioners 

Sasso Forte Collieries bern gy Limited.—Petition for winding » 
presented Mar 27, directed to ba heard before the M.R. on Apri, 
Tilleard and Co, Old Jewry, solicitors for the petitioners 

Sceptre and Licensed Victuallers and General Fire Insurance 4 
Limited.—Petition for winding up presented Mar 27, directed t 
heard before the M.R.on Apr 5. Champion and Co, Ironmonger 
lane, solicitors for the petitioners 

County PaLatine oF LANCASTER. 
Fripay, Mar. 28, 1879, 

Daisyfield Cotton Spinning and Manufacturing Company, Limited 
Petition for winding up presented Mar 26, directed to be heard beim 
the V.C, at 6, Stone buildings, Lincoln’s ino, on Monday, Apr 7 & 
10.30. Addieshaw and Warburton, Manchester, solicitors for te 
petitioner 

Union Railway Carriage and Wagon Company, Limited.—By an one 
made by the V.C, da:ed Mar 20, it was ordered that the voluntay 
winding up of the above company be continued, Addieshaw aad fu- 
burton, Manchester, solicitors for the petitioners 

STannaRies OF CoRBNWALL, 
Fripay, Mar. 28, 1879. 

Old Tincroft Consols Mining Company, Limited.—By an order mate 
by the Vice-Warden, dated Mar 24, it was ordered that the sve 
company be wound up. Hodge and Co, Truro, solicitors for the 
petitioners 








Liuirep In CHANCERY. , 
Tuespay, Apr. 1, 1879, 

County Residential Clnbs, Limited.—The M.R, has, by an order died Patric) 
Feb 3, appointed Charles Lye Nichole, Queen Victoria st, to be ofteal ‘al H .s 
liquidator, Creditors are required, on or before May |, tosend thet Th a 
names and addresses and the particularsof their debts or claims » MPa ern, 
the above. Thursday, May 15 at Tl is appointed for hearing ao Rage 
adjudicating upon the debts and claims Tayler, Colm 

Credit Foncier (Transferred Assets) Company, Limited.—By an onde Bion oi. 
made by V.C. Hall, dated Mar 21, it was ordered that the volaniey MB pi. os‘ 
winding up of the above company be continued. , Ashurst and Co, (il tins 
Jewry, solicitors for the petitioner bat office 

Dunraven Adare OCollieries, Limited.—By an order made by Fry,J, David 
dated March 21, it was ordered that the voluntary winding @ Digby and Es 
the above collieries be continaed. Munton and Morris, La: hd, ther, Isa 
agents for Parker and Brailsford, Sheffield, solicitors for the pa ° ay 
tioners : Thomas 

Land Mortgags of England Association, Limited.—By an order mile Brg. ie i 
by the M.R, dated Mar 22, it was ordered that the above sr William 
elation be wound up. Crook, Abchurch lane, solicitor for the a an 

tloner 


Terriccio Estate and Copper Mining Company, Limited.—V.0. Hall ba Tee 
fixed Apr 9 at 12 as the time and place for the appointment o @ - the Qu 
official liquidator, 

Ty Picca Colliery Company, Limited.—By an order made by V4 
Bacon, dated Mar 22, it was ordered that the voluntary winding 9 
tue above company be continued, and that Frederick Augastus 
kis be appointed liquidator in the place of John Henry Roce 
Breckels, Godden, Lime st, agent for Murly and Sons, 
solicitors for the petitioners 

County Pavatine ov LANCASTER, 
Tuxspay, Apr 1, 1879, ‘ 

Bold oy Company, -Limited.—Petition for winding ap preses 
Mar 24, directed ty be hoard before the V.C. on Apr 25 a6 104% 
Mather, Liverpool, solicitors for the petitioners 

Bankrapw. 
Fatway, March 26, 1879. 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their roofs of debts to the Rogistest. 
To Surrender in London, 


















Hatchings, Alfred, Blue Anchor ‘road, Bermondsey, Fellmonger. 
March 24. Pepys, Apr 24 at 12 
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Langston, Lant st, Borough, Civil Engineer. Pet March 
%, Brougham, od 8 at ll 
o, Donald, City chambers, Fenchurch st, Merchant, Pet March 
, Brougham. Apr 8 at 12 
To Surrender in the Country. 
near Manchester, Cotton Waste 
Rischer. Pet March 24. Lister. Manchester, Apr 24 at 11 
‘9, William, St Albans, Builder. Pet March 24. Edwards. St 
Albans, Apr 9 at 3 
Thomas —— wetaes » Auctioneer. Pet March 21, Robinson. 
Bradford, Apr 8 a 
ping Chorlton-upon-Medlock, Manchester, Jeweller. Pet 
yareh 24. Lister. Manchester, Apr 2! at 11 
nyppel, Abraham, Leeds, Builder. Pet March 26. Marshall. Leeds, 
ll 
u ag Thomas Shan, Leeds, General Merchant. Pet March 24. 
. Leeds, Apr 9 at ’ 
her, Thomas, Manningham, York, Agent, Pet March 25, Robin- 
Bradford, Apr 8 at 9 
jert, James, Grange-overeSands, Lancaster, Builder, Pet March 
$3, Postlethwaite. Ulverston. Apr 11 at 11 
ines, John, Dover, Draper. Pet March 24. Furley. Canterbury, 
gat ll 
; FE tbar Thomas Henry, Preston, Surgeon. Pet March 26, Hulton. 
Preston, Apr 10 at 11 ° 
natn, Henry, Leicester, Paper Dealer, Pet March 25. Ingram. 
[dsester, Apr 9 at 12 ‘ 
Nudie, James, Kingston-upon-Hull, Smack Owner. Pet March 24. 
Bit, Kingston-upon-Holl, Apr 9 at 3 
} ndoseph, Manchester, Merchant. Pet March 24, Lister. 
dester, Apr 21 at 11 


Samuel Parker, Liverpool, Clothier. Pet March 24. Bellringer. 
liverpool, Apr 8 at 12 
mins, George, Pawlett, Somerset, Cattle Dealor. Pet March 22, 
loibond. Bridgwater, Apr 9 at 1) 
TuEspay, Apr. }, 1879. 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
(editors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 
To Surrender in London. 
finer, Jacob James, (Clifton st, Shoreditch, Commercial Traveller. 
Pet Mar 27. Hazlitt. Apr 25 at 11 
hilipsjEdmund George, Westbourne terrace rd, Paddington, Merchant. 
PetMar29. Hazlitt. Apr 23 at 12 
Henry Thomas, Hackney rd, Leather Merchant. Pet Mar 
i, Haslitt, Apr 22 at 11 
fl To Surrender in the Country. 
i, Harris Davis, Birmingham, Wholesale Jeweller. Pet Mar 
%. Parry. Birmingham, Apr 17 at 2 
peri Talywain, Monmouth. Pet Mar 28. Davis. Newport 
at 
John George, Wakefield, Builder. Pet Mar 24. Mason. 
Wakefield, Apr 18 at 2 
, Wiliam, Bradford, Watchmaker. Pet Mar 28. 
Tadford, Apr 18 at 2 
BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED. 
FripaY, Mar. 28, 1879. 
~~ |e St Mary’s road, Canonbury, Commercial Traveller. 


Inter, Adolf, Cheapside, General Merchant. March 24 


Tuespay, Apr. 1, 1879. 
Ini, James, Birmingham, Vetallic Bedstead Manufacturer. Mar 27 
Edmund, Cheltenham, out of business. Mar 28 


Liquidations by Arrangement. 
FIRST MEETINGS OF CREDITORS. 
Farpay, March 28, 1879. 
» Patrick, Barrow-in-Furness, Beerseller. Apr 9 at 1) at the 
Hotel, Barrow-in-Furness. Sims, Barrow-in-Furness 
, Thomas, Wallsend, Northumberland, Joiner. Apr 18 at 2 at 
of Chartres and Co, Grainger st West, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 
James, Birmingham, Tea Merchant. Apr 7 at 11 at offices of 
Tyler, Colmore row, Birmingham 
ray, Charles, Northmolton, Devon, Farmer. Apr 9 at 11 at offices 
Wecard and Son, Churchyard, Sonthmolton 
Thomas, Halliwell, Bolton, Lancaster, Bookseller. Apr 5 at 
at offices of Balshaw, Mawdsley st, Bolton 
David, Tollesbury, Essex, Farmer. Apr 17 at 12 at offices of 
ugoy and Evans, Silver st, Maldon 
her, Isaac, Carlisle, Grocer, Apr 10 at 3 at offices of Wannop, 
court, Scotch st, Carlisle 
» Westbromwich, out of business. Apr 10 at 11 at offices 
W Sheldon, High st, Wednesbury 
iam, Coventry, Warwick, Maltster. 
Hughes and Masser, Little Park st, Coventry 
' rge Montagu, Birmingham, Gene ral Merchant. 
ad the Queen’s Hotel, Birmingham. 


omas, Newton heath, 













Man- 





Robinson. 


Apr 9 at 11 at offices 


Apr 9 at 
Whateley and Co, Birming- 


Edward, Wednesbury, Stafford, Furniture Dealer, Apr 9 at 
Nat offices of Slater and Marshall, Butcroft, Darlaston 
» William, Laxfield, Suffolk, Farmer. Apr 9 at 2 at the Crown 
‘hor Hotel, Framlingham: Mills, Ipswich 
) Joseph, Longton, Stafford, Groosr. Apr 8 at 12 at offices of 
Mele, Caro ine st, Longton 
illiam Henry, and Charles Rutterworth, Dukinfield, Chester, 
fu ns. Apr 16 at3 at the Commercial Hote), King st, Dukin- 
; 


Garforth, Dukinfleld 
t, John, Manchester, Hosier, Apr 9 at 2.30 at offices of 
Makinson and Sons, Manchester 
Charles, Camborne, Cornwall, Draper, Apr 16 at 11,30 at offices 
ing and Oo, Redruth 
Thomas, jun, and Goorge Bunyard, Maidstone, Kent, 
Apr8atil at the Star Hotel, Maidstone. Hughes 


Maidstone 
Apr Satll 


George J Birmt . 
"Tce higgsensere tt isugae” A 





Carr, Robert, Sunderland, Grocer. Apr 10 at 12 at offices of Sherwood 
and Co, Faweett st, Sanderiand. Huntly, Sunderland 
Carter, George, Sandford, Oxford, Farmer. Apr 10 at 10.15 at offices 
of Kilby and Mace, High st, Banbury 
Chadwick, John, and Edmund Smith, Whitworth, Lancaster, Cotton 
Manufactorers. Apr 9 at 3 at the Wellington Hotel, Drake st, 
Rochdale. Ponsonby and Carlile, Oldham 
Claridge, William Palmer, Loughborough, Leicester, Farmer. Apr 21 
* wh the King’s Head Hotel, Loughborough. Bartlett, Lough- 
oroug’ 
Clark, James, Middlesborough, Plumber. Apr 8 at 12 at offices of 
Jackson and Jackson, Albert rd, Middlesborough 
Clark, William, Blackburn, Lancaster, Tailor. Apr 8 at 3 at offices of* 
Scott, Victoria st, Blackburn 
Cliff, Ernest Richard, High st, Shadwell, Grocer. Apr 7 at 2 at offices 
of Swaine, King st, Cheapside 
Cliffe, Samuel, and John Cliff-, Denton, Lancaster, Hat Manufacturers. 
Apr 15 at 3 at 11, Brazennose chambers, Brazennose st, Manchester. 
Chorlton, Manchester 
Colenutt, James, Shanklin, Isle of Wight, Builder. Apr17 at 3 at 
offices of Fardell, Cambrian House O ‘fices, Ryde 
Collins, Edwin, Southampton, Grocer. Apr 9 at 12 at offices of Ed- 
monds and Co, Cheapside, London. Coxweil and Co, Southampton 
Colton, Marianne, and Samuel Colton, Torquay, Davon, Tailors. Apr 
9 at 11 at the Cannon st Hotel, Cannon st, London, Hooper and 
Wollen, Torquay 
Cotteri'l, William Henry, Brierley Hill, Stafford, Beerhouse Keeper. 
- 4 10 at 3 at offices of Homfray and Holberton, Hig’ st, Brierley 
1 
Couzens, Edward, and John Daniel Olive, Bristol, Wholesaie Clothiers. 
Apr 9 at 2 at the Queen’s Hotel, Birmingham. Salmon, Bristol 
Cranston, Wi'liam, Gateshead, Durham, Innkeeper. Apr 9 at 12 at 
offices of Robson, Townhall, Gateshtad-on-Tyne 
Crothall, Join Cooper, Ickham, Kent, Builder. Apr 12 at 12 a: offices 
of Collard, Castle st, Canterbury 
Crump, James, Weobley, Hereford, Plumber. April 12 at 12 at the 
Lion Inn, Weobley. Samson, Weobley 
Davies, David, Dowlais, Glamorgan, Grocer. April 10 at 11 at offices 
of Lewis and Jones, Victoria st, Merthyr Tydfil 
Davies, Thomas Beinion, Chester, Publican. April 16 at 2 at offices of 
Ellis, Eastgate st, Chester 
Day, Francis, Princes st, Blackfriars, Paper Stock Merchant. April $ 
at 10 at the Cannon st Hotel, Christmas, Walbrook 
Deecker, Samuel Bartlett, Birkenhead, Bootmaker. April 15 at 3 at 
— of Mawson, Hamiiton sq, Birkenhead. Bleakley, Birken- 
ea : 
Denby, John, Wilsden, York, Worsted Spinner. April 5 at 11 at offices 
of McGowen, Bank st, Pradfor 
Dobinson, Robert, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Grocer. April 10 at 2.30 at 
Offices of Aydon, St John’s chambers, Grainger st west, Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne 
Dobinson, Thomas Bygats, Consett, Durham, Grocer. April 8 at3at 
offices of Mallett, Collingwood st, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. Fenwick, 
Jarrow-on-Tyne 
Douglas, Hugh, Harrington, Cumerland, Grocer. April 15 at Il at 
offices of Paisley, Bridge st, Workington 
Elvidge, Thomas, Newstead, Nottingham, Farmer. April 9 at 3 at. 
offices of Bright, Town Club chambers, Wheeler gate, Nottiogham 
English, William, Salford, Lancaster, Beerseller, April 16 at 3 at 
offices of Nadin and Wild, Chapel st, Salford 
Fehrenbach, Pius, Carlisle, Jeweller. April 10 at 3 at offices of Erring- 
ton, English st, Carlisle 
Fellows, Joseph Underhill, Walsall, Mining Engineer, April 8 at 3 at 
offices of Cottere!!, Bridge st, Walsall 
Foster, James, Ingleton, York, Mea! Dealer. April 18 at 1 at the Fly- 
ing Horse Shoe Hote!, Clapham, York. Pearson and Pearson, Kirby 
Lonsdale, Westmoreland 
Foulger, Edward, Bootle, nr Liverpoo!, Grocer. April 9 at 2 at offices 
of Dixon and Syers, Lord st, Liverpool 
Gilman, Joseph, Birmingham, Cab Proprietor. April 9 at 11 at offices 
of Taylor, Colmore row, Birmingham 
Glen, Charles, and Sidney John Forth, Kingston-unon-Hall, Cabinet 
Makers. April 10 at 11 at tne George Hotel, Whitefriar gate, King- 
ston-upon-Hull, Woodhouse and Peach, Kingston-upon- Hull 
Glew, James, Goole, York, Boot Dealer. April 10 at 3 at offices of 
Pease, Bank’s terrace, Goole. Hind, Gools 
Gloster, Charles, Bristol, Warehouseman. April 5 at 12 at offices of 
Meeres, Nicholas st, Bristol 
Graff, Karl, Forest Gate, Essex, Pastry Cook. April 12 at 2 at offices of 
George, Finsbury place. Fenton, Highgate 
Gresham, James John, Nottingham, Tobacconist, April 18 at 12 at 
ollices of Webster, Borough chambers, Wheeler gate, Nottingham 
Gubbins, Henry Wilberforce, Croydon, Surrey, Draper. April 7 at ll 
at the Green Dragon Hots!, High st, Croydon. Deanis, Croydon 
Hance, William, Garton-on-the- Wolds, York, Farmer, April $ at 3 at 
the Keys Hotel, Great Driffield, Foster and Co, Great Driffield 
Harris, James, Bittadon, Devon, Farmer. April 7 at 2 at affices of 
Benoraft, Bridge chambers, Barnstaple 
Harrison, Henry, and Henry Harrison, jon, Walsall, Stafford, Sheet 
Tron Manufacturers, April 10 at 2 at the Queen’s Hotel, Stephenson 
place, Birmingham. Daignan and Co, Walsall 
Harrop, Samuel, Chorlton-on-Medlock, Manchester, Beer Retailer. 
April 16 at 3 at offices of Leigh, Brown st, Manchester 
Hawking, William Chamberlain, Dawtish, Devon, Plumber, April at 
3 at the Castle Hote/, Caste st, Exeter, Fioud, Bxeter 
Healey, Thomas, and Howard Healey, Howarth Cross, nr Rochdale, 
Cotton Spinners, April 9 at 10.30 at offices of Broome and Oo, King 
st, Manchester, Jackson, Rochdale 
Henderson, John Marshall, Amble, Northumberland, Ship Owner. 
April 21 at 2 at offices of the Incorporated Law Society, Royal 
arcade, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Armstrong, Newoastle-apon-Tyne 
Hickling, Thomas, Syston, Leicester, Carpenter. April 10 at 12 at 
offices of Wright and Hinoks, Belvoir st, Leicester 
Highway, William, Lea Moor, Bloxwich, Stafford, Draper. April 9 at 
12 at offiees of Parr, Colmore row, Bieminghar 
Holme, John, Derby, Bootmaker, April 2 at Ll at offices of Leech, 
St James's chambers, Derby 


et a oman a tant 
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Holt, Albert, Bradford, Stuff Manufacturer. April 10 at 3 at offices of 
Neill, Kirkgate, Bradford 
Howells, William, Roseville, Coseley, Labouring Malater. April 10 at 
11 at offices of Wilcock, Queen st, Wolverhampton 
Howorth, John, Stacksteads, Manchester, Cotton Manufacturer. Apr 
18 at 3 at offices of Cobpett and Co, Brown st, Manchester 
Hudson, Henry, Dewsbury, York, Overlooker. Apr 9 at 3 at offices of 
Chadwick and Sons, Church st, Dewsbury . 
Hughes, Richard, Morriston, Glamorgan, Linen Draper. Apr 9 at 12 
at 145 Oheapside. Donague, Swansea 
Hunt, Henry, Earl st, London road, Wheelwright. Apr5 at 12at 
Inns of Court Hotel, High Holborn. Hope, Portugal st, Lincoln’s 
inn 
Irving, Robert, Lancaster, Commission Agent. Apr 16 at 11 at offices 
of Holden and Whelon, Church st, Lancaster 
Jackson, Charles, Kingston-upon-Hull, Shipsmith. April 16 at 3 at 
offices of Singleton and Martinson, Exchange buildings, Bowlalley 
lane, Kingston-upon-Hull 
Jackson, Joseph Morton, Halifax, Linen Merchant. April 8 at 3 at 
offces of Walshaw, Crown st chambers, Halifax 
Jansen, Thomas, Hackney road, Cabinet Maker. April 8 at 3 at offices 
of Holloway, Ball’s Pond road, Islington. Cooper, Chancery lane 
Jarvis, William Henry, Derby, Stove Grate Manufacturer. Apr 10 at 
12 at offices of Flint, Full st, Derby 
Jerrome, Charles, Wingfield, Hants, Farmer, April 23 at 3 at offices 
of Cogswell, Railway approach, London bridge. Cooper, Chancery 


lane 
Jones, John, Ogley Hay, Stafford, Licensed Victualler. Apr 10 at 11 
at offices of Stanley, Bridge st, Walsall 
Jones, John, Festiniog, Merioneth, Bootmaker. Apr 14 at | at offices 
of Ellis, Fourcrosses, Festiniog 
Kirgston, John, Commercial road, Dealer in China, Apr 9 at4at 
offices of Crozier, King William st 
Kirby, Jobn, Boston, Lincoln, General Dealer. April 5 at 12 at offices 
of Thomas, Emery lane, Boston 
Kitchen, William, Leeds, Tailor. April 9 at 11 at offices of Cousins, 
Bank chambers, Park row, Leeds 
Kitcken, Mary, Dissington, Cumberland, Grocer. Apr 9 at 11 at offices 
of Mason, Duke st, Whitehaven 
Lamb, George William, Shipton, York, Horse Dealer. Apr 9 at 12 at 
offices of Mann and Son, New st, York 
Langhorne, Asquith, Kildwick, York, Furniture Dealer. Apr 9 at 3 at 
offices of Hayet and Co, Britannia buildings, Oxford place, Leeds 
Lawford, Edwin, Hightown, York, Card Maker, Apr 18 at 3 at offices 
of Curry, Cleckheaton 
Levin, Alexander, Birmingham, Jeweller’s Factor. Apr 10 at 12 at 
offices of Hodgson and Haigh, Waterloo st, Birmingham 
Levy, Edward, King sq, Goswell road, Wine Merchant. Apr 16 at 3 at 
offices of Goldberg and Langdon, West st, Finsbury circus 
Lewis, William, Waunwen, Swansea, out of business. Apr 8 at 1 at 
offices of Thomas, York place, Swansea 
Lindop, John, Tunstall, Stafford, Beerse!ler, Apr 12 at 11 at offices of 
Alcock, Market place, Tunstall 
Locke, Henry, Aylesbury, Clothier. Apr 16 at 12 at offices of Fell, 
Rickford’s hill, Aylesbury 
Macaulay, William, Cleator Moor, Cumberland, Grocer. April 16 at 2 
at the Globe Hotel, Whitehaven. Whitil°, Cleator Moor 
Maddock, Thomas, Little Stanney, Cheater, Farmer. Apr 9 at 2 at 
offices of Ellis, Eastgate st, Chester. 
Martin, William, Peter st, Islington, Artificial Florist. Apr 8 at 2 at 
offices of Buchanan and Rogers, Basingha!l st 
McCall, Peter, Salford, Lancaster, Boot and Shoe Dealer. Apr 8 at3 
at offices of Farrington, Princess st, Manchester 
McKenzie, Alexander, Jericho, Oxford, Draper. Apr 17 at 3 at offices 
of Bickerton, St Michael’s chambers, Ship st, Oxford 
Mears, John, Stockton-on-Tees, Auctioneer. Apr 10 at 3 at offices of 
Hunton and Bolsover, High st, Stockton-on-Tees 
Moore, George Harry, and Joshua Firth, Carnarvon, Booksellers. Apr 
9 at 2 at Queen’s Hotel, Chester, Jones and Roberts, Carnarvon 
Moore, Wiliam, Hamilton mews, Highbury park, Builder. Apr 7 at 
1! at offices of Howard, Southampton buildings, Chancery lane 
Nicholis, George, Walworth road, Pork Bu‘cher. Apr 10 at 3 at offices 
of Saffery and Huntley, Tooley st, Southwark 
Odling, Edward, Louth, Lincoln, Saddler. Apr 10 at 11 at offices of 
H and Brown, Upgate Leu’h 
Page, John George, Shoreditch, Jeweller. Apr 12 at4 at offices of Cur- 
teis, Lower Thames st 
Paley, Thomas, Burnley, Lancaster, Grocer. Apr 9 at 3 at the Ex- 
change Hotel, Nicholas st, Burnley. Sutcliffe, Burnley 
Palmer, Jchn, The Ville, Swindon, nr Cheltenham, Fsrmer. Apr 15 
at 2 at offices of Gibbs and Liewellyn, Tredegar place, Newport 
Parrish, Henry, Hanley, Agent. Apr 5 at 11 at offices of Ashmall, 
Albion st, Hanley 
Pat'erson, Robert, Bolton, Lancaster, Grocer. Apr 9 at 3 at offices of 
Mawdsley, Wood st, Bolton 
Payne, Harry, Wendover, Buckingham, Hay Dealer. Apr 17 at 12 at 
offices of Fell, Rickford’s hill, Aylesbury 
Pennington, William, Rumworth, Lancaster, Composition Dealer. 
aad 9 at 3 at offices of Healy, Acresfield, Bolton. Rutter and Finney, 


Bolton 
Phillips, Charles James, Upham, Hants, Yeoman. Apr 8 at 3 at 
( flices of Shute, Portland st, Southampton 
Physick, George Blanchard, Rathbone place, Oxford st, Stationer. 
Apr 10 at 3 at offices of Wollacott and Leonard, Gracechurch st 
Pickering, William Clarkson, Kingston-upon-Hul!, Corn Factor, Apr 
10 at 12 at offices of Roberts and , Bowlalley lane, Kingston- 
upon-Hull 
Piummer, Charles, Retfield St. George, Gloucester, Baker. Apr 12 at 
11 at offices of Andrews, Nicholas st, Bristol 
Proops, Solomon, White Horse lane, Stepney, Wholesale Clothier, 
Apr 9 at3 at offices of Wood, Fish st hill 
Redman, David, Burnley, Lancaster, Grocer. Apr 9 at 11 at offices of 
Backhouse, Ormerod st, Burnley 
Reedman, George, Deeping St. James, Lincoln, Shoemaker. Apr 10 at 
1 at offices of Gaches, Cathedral gateway, Peterborough. Sharpe, 
Market Deeping 
Reynolds, David, Newtown, Mcn‘gomery, Flannel Manufactarer. Apr 
10 at 12 at offices of Williams and Co, the Bank, Newtown 





—= 

Richardson. James, and John Taylor Richardson, Bol 
Leather Dealers. Apr 10 at 3 at offices of Riley, Fold, rena! 

Rixon, Augostus William, Austin Friars, Solicitor. Apr 21 at dy 
offices of Brett and Co, Leadenhall st F 

Rodgers, John, Forest Gate, Essex,Grocer. Apr 16 at 2 at Offlces of 
George, Finebury place. Fenton, Highgate 

Roe, John Clark, Bradford, York, Yarn Merchant. Apr 9at11 atotica 
of Peel and Gaunt, Chapel Jane, Bradford 

Ruddick, James, Preston, Lancaster, Boot Manufacturer. Apr ity 
11 at the Swan Hotel, Bradshawgate, Bolton. Cooper, Preston 

Sampson, William, Camborne, Cornwall, Boot Manufacturer, Apr 1) 
at 12.30 at the Red Lion Hotel, Truro. Daniell, Camborne 

Shaw, Eliza, Rathbone place, Oxford st, Printeeller. Apr 8 at 2y 
offices of Parkes, Queen Victoria st 

Shenton, William, Normacott, Stafford, Builder. Apr 8 at 11 atoficg 
of Welch, Caroline st, Longton 

Shopland, George, Exeter, Cab Proprietor, Apr 8 at 12 at officasg 
Petherick, Southernhay, Exeter. 

Shuite, Ernest Richard Vyvyan, Southampton, Solicitor. Apr 9 at $y 
offices of Bell, Portland st, Southampton 

Slater, Mary Jane, Rugby, Warwick, Milliner. Apr 15 at 2 at thy 
Three Horse Shoes Inn, Sheep st, Rugby. Homer, Coventey 

Slee, Francis, Bridlington, York, Hairdresser. Apr 9 at 3 at offices! 
Ledger, Market place, Bridlington 

Smith, George, Northailerton, York, Draper. Apr ‘10 at 11 ab thy 
Golden Lion Hotel, Northallerton. Jefferson, Northallerton 

Snowdon, John, Greenfield Moor, near Alnwick, Farmer. Apr4at}| 
at offices of Forster and Paynter, Alnwick 

Spong, Ambrose Reilly, Birmingham, out of business. Apr 10 ap 
at offices of Collins and Wilkinson, King William st, London, Pam, 
Birmingham 

Steele, Charles, Crewe, Chester, Innkeeper. Apr 22 at 11 at theBak 
Room, Mechanics’ Institution, Crewe. Hill, Crewe 

Stibbs, Richard Arthur, and Isaac Beck, Manchester, Coal Merchants, 
Apr 12 at 12 at offices of Gardner, Cooper st, Manchester 

Stone, Albert Henry, Chester, Ironmonger. Apr 8 at 1 at the Great 
Western Hotel, Snow Hill, Birmingham, Churton, Chester 

Symonds, Charles Dansey, Idol lane, Wine Merchant. Apr 7at3at 
offices of Boyes and Child, Poultry. Tamplin and Co, Fenchurhs 

Symonds, John, Bexley, Kent, Gentleman. Apr 7 at 3 at officesof 
Boyes and Child, Poultry. Tamplin and Co, Fenchurch st 

Tandy, John, Brown st, Edgware road, Smith. Apr 10 at 12 ab offices 
of Sampson, Marylebone road 

Taylor, Henry James, Bradtord, York, Commercial Traveller. 1 
at 3 at offices of the Creditors’ Association, Parkinson 
Market st, Bradford 

Taylor, James, Rhosnessney, Denbigh, Auctioneer. Apr 17 at Ils 
offices of Sherratt, Regent st, Wrexham 

Themas, John, Wellingore, Lincoln, Farmer. Apr 9 at 11 at offices of 
Toynbee and Co, Bank st, Lincoln 

Thompson, John, Leadgate, Durham, Farmer. Apr 16 at 2 atofihees 
of the Traders’ Association, 32, Grainger st West, Nowcastle-upom 
Tyne, Richardson, Newcastle-upon-Tyne ‘ 

Townsend, Thomas Charles, Shelton, Silop, Civil Engineer. Apr9at 
3 at offices of Clarke and Sons, Swan hill, Shrewsbury 

Tregay, William, Redruth, Cornwall, Mine Agent. Apr 12 at$.0at 
Tabb’s Hotel, Redruth, Downing and Co, Redruth 

Turner, William Martin, Ra lway arch, Hackney Downs, Trank Cloth 
Waterproofer. Apr 5 at 1 at offices of Cogswell, Railway approuh, 
London Bridge. Rashleigh, Borough High st 

Vears, John Thomas, Crven terrace, Bayswater, Builder. Bat 
2 at the Law Institution, Chancery lane. Thomson and Wi 
Bedford row 

Walden, William, and Robert Henry Walden, Boscombe, near Bourne 
mouth, Builders, Apr 8 at 12 at the Bath Hotel, Bournemouth, 
Sharp, Christcharch 

Walker, James Kitchen, Leed*, Commercial Traveller. Apr 10 at ll 
at oflices of Hopps and Bedford, Bank st, Leeds 

Walker, William, Kingston-upon-Hull, out of business. Apr 10atl2 
at offices of Walker and Spink, Parliament st, Kingston-u; 

Ward, Daniel, Blackburn, Lancaster, Common Brewer. Apré at 5s 
offices of Polding, Tackett’s st, Blackbura 

Watts, John, Shepton Mallet, Fishmonger. Apr 10 at 2.30 at the Hat 
and Hounds Hotel, Shepton Mallet. Hobbs, jun, Weils 

Weeks, James, Lymington, Hants, Umbrella Manufacturer. Apt 8 
at he at offices of Eamonds and Co, Cheapside. Jackmat, 
ington 

Welbourn, William, Kingston-upon-dull, Tailor. Avr 9 at 2 atthe 
Queen’s Hotel, Boar lane, Leeds. Gresham and Taylor, Kingstar 
upon-Hull 

Welldon, David, Farcet, Huntingdon, Farmer. Apr 10 at1l at offices 
of Gaches, Cathe?ral gateway, Peterborough 1 

Wilkinson, Themas, Stourbridge, Worcester, Carpenter, Apt 10ab! 
at offices of Collis, Market st, Stourbridge 4 

Williams, Edward Brereton, Liverpool, Cotton Broker. Apr léat 
at offices of Norris and Sons, Union court, Castle st, Liv 

Williams, John Fenton, Manchester, Decorator. Apr 4 at 3 at offices 
of Eltoft, King st, Manchester 

Williams, Thomas, Wrinehill, Stafford, Pablican. Apr 9 at 2 at offes 
of Warburton, Mill st, Crewe aat 

Wilshere, John, Bedminster, Bristo!, Beer Retailer. Apr 9 at 
otfices of Clifton, Broad st, Bristol at 

Wilson, John Allen, Edgbaston, Warwick, Schoolmaster. Apr 17 
at offices of Rowlands and Bagnall, Colmore row, Birmingham Aye 

Wood, Mary Ann, Lindley, near Huddersfield, Private Teachers 
10 at 11 at offices of Drake, Imperial arcade, Huddérsfield ality 
oodbury, Walter Bentley, South Norwood, Surrey, out of b 
Apr 9 at 12 at offices of Plunkett and Leader, St Paul's chu 

Woodward, Nathaniel, Bulkington, Warwick, Licensed V:! 
Apr 18 at 2 at offices of Homer, Upper Well st, Coventry ne 

Wootton, John Benjamin, Wolverhampton, Glass Dealer. Apt 
11 at offices of Stratton, Queen st, Wolverhampton. 


Tueenay, April 1, 1879. ” 
Ackroyd, William, Bradford, Worsted Stuff Manufactarer. 
at 10 at offices of Wood and Co, Commercial bank on 

ford 


Adams, Aaron, Burslem, Fruiterer. Apr 14 at 10,30 at offices of Oop 
Market pl, Burslem 
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Adey, Abraham, Wednesfield, Grocer, Apr 16 at 11 at offices of Strat- 
ton, Queen st, Wolverhampton 
Andreas, Obristoph, Blackstock rd, Finsbury pk, Baker. Apr 22 at 2 
at offices of Brown, Basinghall st 
,donn, Alsager, Cheshire, Tailor. Apr 18 at 1.30 at the Alsager 
‘Arms Inn, Alsager. Sword, Hanley 
Astley, Edward Thomas, West Bromwich, Tailor. Apr 16 at 11 at 
offices of Rowley, New st, West Bromwich 
Atkins, James, Wolverhampton, Grocer. Apr 12 at 10.30 at offices of 
Sheldon, High st, Wednesbury 
Hubert, Yeovil, Coal Merchant. Apr12 at 11.45 at the Lopes 
Arms, Westbury. Watts, Yeovil 
David, Carthusian st, Aldersgate st, Feather Manufacturer. 
Apr 16 at 3 at offices of Nicholls and Leatherdale, Old Jewry cham- 
bers, Piesse and Son, Oid Jewry chambers 
Bithell, Charles Joseph, Birmingham, Saddler. Apr 7 at 2 at offices of 
Wright, Broad st Corner, Birmingham 
Boddingtov, John Thomas, Caerleon, Mon, Fellmonger. Apr 16 at 2 
at offices of Pain and Son, Dock st, Newport 
Bond, John, Clapham pkrd, Butcher. Apr 12 at 2 at offices of Fowler, 
Abchurch lane 
pooth, Churles, Strood, Manager. Apr 19 at 10 at the Bull Hotel, 
Rochester. Mitchell, Rochester 
Bowen, , Salford, Grocer. Apr 10 at 3 at offices of Rawes, 
Bexley sq, Salford 
Bowen, Peter, Tavernspike, Carmarthen, Builder, Apr 12 at 12 at 
offices of Lloyd, King st; Carmarthen 
Bowler, John, and William Henry Bowler, Littleborough, Builders. 
Apr 15 at 2.30 at offices of Brierley, Butt’s avenue, Rochdale 
Bowler, Robert, and William Henry Bowler, Shaw, Lancashire, 
Builders. Apr 15 at 2 at offices of Brierley, Butt’s avenue, Rochdale 
Breidenbach, John Baptiste, Albany st, Regent’s pk, Perfumer. Apr 
9 at 10.30 at offices of Norman, Great Marlborough st, Regent st 
Bury, William, Salford, Builder. Apr 15 at 2 at offices of Booth, 
Cooper st, Manchester 
Buswell, Henry, Moulton, Northampton, Plumber. Apr 8 at the Pea- 
cock Hotel, Market sq, Northampton, in lieu of the place originaily 


mmed 

Buxton, Frederick, Easton, Norfolk, Licensed Victualler. Aprl2 at 
12 at offices of Emerson, Rampant Horse st, Norwich 

Campbell, Thomas, Liverpool, Watchmaker. Apr 21 at 3 at offices of 
Gibson and Bolland, South John st, Liverpool. Smith and Son, 


1 

Carter, Thomas, Middlesborough, Builder. Apr 16 at 11 at the Cor- 
poration Hotel, Middlesborough. Sill, Middiesborough 

Cartwright, Thomas, Dunstan Pillar, Lincoln, Farmer. Apr 15 at 11 
at offices of Tweed and Co, Saltergate, Lincoln ° 

(atlow, George, Burnley, Taper. Apr 10 at 3 at the Old Deg Inn 
Church st, Preston. Read, Burnley 

James Joseph, and William John Hinde, Euston rd, Cabinet 

23 at 2 at the Cannon st Hotel, Cannon st. Clarkes 

and Co, Cannon st 

Clark, ‘Thomas, Low Stennerley, Ulverston. Apr 17 at 2 at the 
Temperance Hall, Ulverston. Poole, Ulverston 

Clayton, John Oates, Leeds, Chemist. Apr 16 at 11 at offices of 
Middleton and Sons, Calverley chambers, Victoria sq, Leeds 

Cocker, James, Eastville, Gloucester, Builder, Apr 16 at 2 at offices 
of Salmon, Broad st, Bristol 

Gollins, Charles, Gt Portland st, Optician. Apr15 at 12 at offices of 
Harrison, Fowke’s buildings, Gt Tower st 

Collin, George Richard, Rotherhithe, Ooroner’s Officer. Apr 1% at 3 
at the Rosedale Arms Tavern, Ambrose st, Southwark pk rd. Bilton, 
Lower Kennington lane 

Cook, William, Sunderland, Provision Merchant. Apr 12 at 11 at 
offices of Tilley, West Sunniside, Sunderland 

Critchley, Thomas, Earlestown, Lancashire, Draper. Apr15 at 11 at 
the Merchants’ Hotel, Oldham st, Manchester. Brook and Davies, 


Warrington 

Davenport, John, Wigan, Grocer. Apr 16 at 11 at offices of Morris, 
King st, Wigan. Barlow, Wigan 

Deane, Rey William Jchu, Ashen, Essex, Olerk. Apr 9 at 1 at the 
Taw Institution, Chancery lane. Powys, Lincoln’s inn fields 

kinson, George Francis, Gracechurch st, Merchant. Apr 23 at 3 at 
the Cannon st Hotel, Cannon st, in lieu of the meeting summoned 
Mar 26, Palmer, Gresham house 

Dodgshun, Nathaniel, Leeds, Cloth Merchant. Apr 17 at 11 at offices 
of Brooke, Bond st, Leeds 

Dowey, Isabella, Middlesborough, Innkeeper. Apr 12 at 4 at the Com- 
mercial ~ Commercial st, Middlesboroagh. Wilson, West 


Eastwood, Luke, Manchester, Timber Merchant. Apr 18 at 12 at 
offices of Bullock and Worthington, Kennedy st, Manchester 
Bilis, Samuel, Malden rd, Haverstock hill, Cab Proprietor. Apr 21 at 
$ at cflices of Kisch, Argyll p!, Regent st 
Elms, Robert Ford, Baker st, Portman sq, Perfamer. Apr 16 at 12 at 
offices of Plunket and Leader, St Paul’s churchyard 
Entwisle, Margaret, Hindley, Lancashire, Licensed Victualler. Apr 
15 at 11 at offices of Stuart, King st, Wigan 
Fairman, James, Birmingham, Boot Dealer. Apr 19 at 11 at offices of 
eines, Cherry st, Birmingham 
Fairweather, Thomas, Guisborough, out of business, Apr 12 at 11 at 
Prepon of Barron, High row, Darlington 
ergusson, Robert, Ardwick, Manchester, Sewing Cotton Manufacturer. 
Apr 14.at 3 at offices of Bond and Son, Dickinson st, Manchester 
James, Somerton, Somerset, Innkeeper. Ape 15 at 12.30 at the 
Langport Arms Hotel, Langport. Watts, Yeovi 
» Amy Clandine, Margaret Helen, and Susannah Gatehouse 
Ca » Noel st, Soho, Ostrich Feather Manufacturers. Apr 17 
at2 at the Cannon st Hotel, Cannon st. Farlow and Jackson, St 
Benev’s pl, Gracechurch 8 me ‘ 
» Henry, Warrington, Olerk. Apr 17 at 2 at offices of Rigg an 
ith, Friars gate chambers, Warrington ’ 
» Prank, Gloucester, Printer. Apr 10 at 11 at offices of 


™m James. at! r . a 


Vigo st, Regen 
Seman, Joseph, lifracombe, Builder. 16 at 2 at the Royal 
c Hotel, Cathedral yd, Exeter. Thorne, Barnstaple 





Gibbs, Napoleon, Datchet, Buckingham, Barrister-at-Law. Apr 21 at 

~ the Guildhall Tavern, Kingst, London. Chamberlain, Basing- 
all st 

Gibson, Leonard, Hessle, York, Joiner. Apr 17 at 3 at the George 
Hotel, Whitefriargate, Kingston-upon-Hull. Singleton and Martin- 
son, Kingston-upon-Hull 

Gittins, Richard, Birmingham, Bootmaker. Apr 16 at 3 at offices of 
Buller and Bickley, Bennett’s hill, Birmingham 

Gledhill, Walter, Halifax, Painter. April at 3 at offices of Garsed, 
Karum Top, Halifax : 

Goddard, Utber William, Upper Sydenham, Bookseller’s Assistant. 
Apr 9 at 11 at offices of Christmas, Walbrook 

Gordon, Thomas, Hyde st, Oxford st, Licensed Victualler, Apr 21 at 
4 at offices of Kisch, Argyll pl, Regent st 

Graham, James, Penrith, Camberland, Ironmoncer. Apr 17 at3 at 
offices of Wannop, Carruthers ct, Scotch st, Carlisle 

Greenhalgh, Robert, Manchester, Tailor, Apr 12 at 12 at offices of 
Connor, Princess st, Manchester 

Grinstead, George Wright, Leeds, Hairdresser. Apr 15 at 3 at offices 
oi Dalton, Albion st, Leeds 

Gullan, Michael, and Thomas Gallan, Reighton, York, Machinists. 
et ~ ag 10.30 at the Swan Inn, Humanby. Williamson, Scar- 

oroug 

Haigh, Heory, Pigott st, Limehouse, Shirt Manufacturer. Apr 21] atl 
at offices of Sim, Queen Victoria st 

Halliwell, William, Ince-in-Makerfield, Wigan, Builder. Apr 19 at 
10 at offices of Lees, King st, Wigan 

Harry, Rees Jones, Bruton. Somerset, Innkeeper. Apr 12 at 2 at 
the White Lion Hotel, Bath, Davies, Sherborne 

Hawkins, Henry, Ardley, Oxford, Licensed Victualler. Apr 16 at 
11.30 at the Bell Inn, Bicest Mills, Bicest 

Haworth, Richard, Blackburn, Whoiesale Grocer. Apri7 at 3 at the 
St Leger Hotel, King William st, Blackburn. Malam Brothers, 
Biackburn 

Higginbotham, Edward Henry, Thornbury, York, Commission Agent. 
Apr 10 at 11 at offices of Wilkinson, Kirkgate, Bradford 

Hindell, Wiliam, Thorpe Willoughby, York, Farmer. Apr 18 et 12 at 
the Londesborongh Arms Hotel, Selby. Weddall and Parker, 


Selby 

Holland, William, High st, Southwark, Corn Merchant. Apr 10 at.2 at 
the Masons’ Hall Tavero, Masons’ avenne, Basinghall st. Bilton, 
Lower Kennington lane? 

Hudson, George William, Brighton, Poulterer. Apr 16 at 3 at offices 
of Nye, North st, Brighton ‘ 

Huggins, Charles, Radley, Berks, Baker, Apr 15 at 10.30 at the Queen’s 
Hotel, Abingdon. Mallam, Oxford 

Hust, Jonas, Hyson Green, Nottingham, Silk Winder. Apr 18 at 3 at 
offices of Belk, Middle pavement, Nottingham 

Ingold, Albert Edwin, Chelsham rd, Clapham, Merchant’s Clerk. 
Apr 9 at 2 at offices of Merriman, Cloak lane, Cannon st 

Irving, Gilbert, Sedgefield, Durham, Innkeeper. Apr 15 at 11 at offices 
of Hunton and Bolsover, High st, Stockton-on-Tees 

James, Evan, Treorky, Glamorgan, Grocer. Apr 16 at 12 at offices of 
Clark, Crockherbtown, Cardiff. Lewis, Merthyr Tydfil 

Jeffery, George, Hastings, no occupation. Apr 12 at 1 at offices of 
Langham, Robertson st, Hastings. 

Jenkins, John, Brunswick pl, City rd, Cowkeeper. April 10 at2 at 
offices of Parke, Warwick ct, Gray’s ion 

Jones, Benjamin, Tonypandy, nr Pontypridd, Grocer. Apr 15 at 12 at 
offices of Rosser, High st, Pontypridd 

Jones, John, and Robert Scott, Pentre, Glamorgan, Brewers. Apr 17 
at 3 at offices of Morgan, Mill st, Pontypridd 

Jones, Zachariah, Rhyl, Flint, Joiner. Apr 12 at 11 at the Dudley 
Arms Hotel, Rbyl. Williams, Rhyl 

Judd, Tom Harry, Warwick, Painter. Apr 21 at 11 at offices of 
Sanderson, Church st, Warwick 

Juleff, Tames, Perranzabuloe, Cornwall, General Dealer. Apr 12 at 
11 at offices of Dobell, jun, Quay st, Truro 

Kemp, Richard, Brockley, Kent, Kent, Dealer in Builders’ Materials. 
Apr 10 at 2 at offices of Pook and Son, Tudor house, Greenwich 

Landstein, Adolph, Ellington st, Islington, Dealer in Works of Art. 
Apr 16 at 3 at offices of Chandler, Guildhail chambers, Basinghall 


st 

Lane, Charles, Wineslow, Bromyard, out of business. April 15 at 3 at 
offices of Cave, Bromy: 

Langsford, James, Par, Cornwall, Butcher. Aprl5at 1 at the Royal 
Hotel, Par Station, Par. Wallis, Bodmin 

Law, Henry John, Sydenham, Kent, House Finisher. Apr 16 at 2at 
offices of Angell and Co, Gresham st 

Lowe, Alfred Thomas, Elliott’s rd, Brixton, out of business, Apr 9 at 





3 in lieu of the meeting summoned Mar 28 at offices of Wheeler, Queen — 


Victoria st 

Lawton, Thomas, Medway buildings, Old Ford, Show Card Printer. 
Apr 17 at 3 at effices of Haigh and Agar, Gresham st 

Lugg, Williem Even, Weymouth, Soda Water Manufacturer. Apr 21 
at 1} at the Golden Lion Hotel, Weymouth. Howard, Weymouth 

Lyne, Thomas, Maidenhead, Berks, Hoot Maker. Apr 15 at 12 at 8, 
Fleet st, Londen. Jones, Maidenhead 

Lyne, William, Shipston-on-Stour, Worcester, Farmer. Apr 12 at 1 at 
the White Horse Hote!, Shipston-on-Stour. Kulby and Mace, 
ping Norton 

Marshall, William Barton, Leicester, Ladies’ Outfitter. Apr 17 at2 
at the Chamber of C , 145, Cheapside. Freer and Co 

Massey, Richard, Hoober, nr Rotherham, Farmer, Apr 16 at 2 at 
offices of Badgers and Co, High st, Rotherham 

McPherson, Charlotte Jane, Bristol, Grocer. Apr 12 at/12 at offices of 
Sprod, Jobn st, Bristol, Essery, Bristol — 

Meeson, Joseph, Salford, Lancashire, Provision Merchant. .April 15 
at 2 at the Mitre Hotel, Cathedral Gates, Manchester, Rideal, Man- 


chester 
Miles, William, jun, Brighton, General Smith. Apr 16 at3 at offices 
of Goodman, North st, Brighton 
Mills, Thomas, Liverpool, Wine Merchant. Apr l6 at 12 at offices of 
Parkinson, Lord st, Li 
, Kent, Oilman. Apr 9 at 4 at 


Mitchel), Joseph Samuel, 
offices of is, New Cross-rd, 

Moller, Julius, Birmingham, Fire Insurance Agent. Apr 16 at 11 at 
offices of Hornblower and Hadley, Waterloo st, Birmingham 
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Monk, Samuel, sen, Coventry, Beer Dealer. Apr9atllat offices of 
Kilby, Priory row, Coventry 

Moore, Frederick William, Mount place, Peckham Rye, Stationer. 
Apr 23 at 11 at offices of Foster, Birchin lane 

Morgan, Henry, Sunderland, Builder. Apr 10 at 12 at offices of Brown 
and Son, Villiers st, Sunderland , 

Mowbray, William Henry, Swineshead, Lincoln, Wheelwright. Apr 
17 at 12 at offices of Wise, Church yard, Boston 

Nettleton, William, Doncaster, Common Brewer. Apr 16 at 3 at offices 
of Collinson and Co, Priory place, Doncaster. Burdekin and Co 


Newton, Harry, Humberstone, Leicester, Painter. Apr 18 at 2.30 at 

offices of Wright and Hincks, Belvoir st, Leicester 

Nickolds, Philip, Brewood, Stafford, Watchmaker. Apr 12 at 12 at 
offices of Rudland, Queen st, Wolverhampton 

Noble, William Paulett, Gateshead, Boot Dealer, Apr 12 at 11 at 
offices of Joel, Newgate st, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 

Oglesby, George, Masbrough, York, Bed Maker. Apr 16 at 11 at 
offices of Badgers and Oo, High st, Rotherham 

Parker, John Tuthill, Ipswich, Matting Manufacturer. April 21 at 12 
at offices of Pollard, Saint Lawrence st, Ipswich : 

Parrock, John, Ashted, Birmingham, out of business. April 10 at 11 
at offices of East, Temple st, Birmingham 

Pevere!], Ralph, Cleatlam, Durham, Farmer. Apr 16at 3 at offices of 
Richardson, Barnard Castle. Draper, Stockton-on-Tees 

Picking, James, and Thomas Picking, Ealing, Middlesex, Builders. 
April 10 at 12 at offices of Plater, Golden sq, St James’s 

Piercy, Frederick Wakefield, Rev, Horton, Stafford. Apr 19 at 12 at 
offices of Tennant and Co, Cheapside, Hanley 

Pitts, Alfred Edward, Crowland, Lincoln, Journeyman Saddler. Apr 
16 at 2 at the Angel Hotel, Peterborough. Stollard, South Molton st 

Pope, Amelia, Exeter, out of business. Apr 16 at 11 at offices of 
Ewing, Queen at, Exeter. Hartnoll, Exeter 

Powell, Edward, A'dersgate st, Lithographic Printer. April 10 at 11 
at offices of Morris, Red Lion sq, Holborn 

Pritchett, William, Selly Oak, Worcester, Beer Retailer. Apr 8 at 3 at 
offices of Fallows, Cherry st, Birmingham 

Rainford, James, Todmorden, York, Warp Sizer. Apr 15 at 11.30 at 
the Mitre Hotel, Cathedral yard, Manchester. Eastwood, Toimorden 

Read, John, Birmingham, Paper Hanger. Apr 17 at 3 at offices of 
Parr, Colmcre row, Birmingham 


Regan, William, and Ernest Melvill, Cripplegate buildings, Fore st, 
Ostrich Feather Merchents. Apr 21 at 2 at offices of Miller, Moor- 


te at 
Richarés, William Frederick, New Swindon, Wilts, Mechanic. Apr 9 
at 2 at offices of Boodle, Albion buildings, New Swindon 
Routledge, Jane, Wetheral, Cumberland, out of business, Apr 17 at 2 


at offices of Arniscon, St Andrew’s place, Penrith 





Sage, Charles, jun, Sittingbourne, Kent, Bricklayer’s Labourer. Apr 
18 at 10.45 at offices of Gibson, High st, Sittingbourne 
Scarlett, Edward George, Glasshouse st, Woollen Merchant. Apr 16 
at 2 at offices of Halse and Co, Cheapside 
Scott, Frederick John, Brighton, Draper. Apr 16 at 3 at offices of 
Fenner and Co, Gresham buildings, Lonéon, Maynard, Brighton 
Sellv. ood, Joseph, Stratton St Margaret, Wilts, Grocer. Apr 9 at 10 at 
offices of Boodle, Albion buildings, New Swindon 
Shaw, Christiana, Shrewsbury, China Dealer. Apr 16 at 11 at offices 
of Morris, Swan hill, Shrewsbury , 
Sheringham, Joshua, Mileham, Norfolk, Farmer. Apr 7 at 12.15 at 
the Crown Hotel, Fakenham. Barton, East Dereham 
Shillan, Joseph Thomas, Digby rd, Homerton, Beker. Apr 18 at 4 at 
offices of Morris, Carter lane, Doctor’s commons 
i » Thomas, Kingston-upon-Huill, Cabinet Maker. Apr 10 at 3 
at offices of Pickering, Parliament st, Kingston-upon-Hull. Holden 
and Co, Hull 
Simpson, John, and George Lowe, Brickmakers, Stockport. April 16 
at2atthe Palatine Hotel, Hunt’s Bank, Manchester. McEwen, 
Manchester 
Slater, William, Derby, Builder. Apr 21 at 3 at offices of Moody, 
Corn Market, Derby 
Smith, James, Sma!] Heath, Birmingham, Gas Fitting Manufacturer. 
Apr 21 at 11 at offices of Green, Ann st, Birmingham 
Smith, James Henry, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Publican, Apr10 at 11 
at offices of Preston, Side, Newcastle-upon-Tyn 
Smith, Joseph, Bilston, now out of business. Apr 14 at 11 at the Globe 
Hotel, Mount Pleasant, Bilston. Bowen, Mount Pleasant 
Emith, William Young, Choriton-upon-Medlock, Manchester, Licensed 
Victualler, Apr 15 at 3 at offices of Bond and Son, Dickinson st, 
Manchester 
Spencer, Amelia, Manchester, Hatter and Milliner. April15 at 3 at 


offices of Hankinson, Queen’s.chambers, John Dalton st, Manchester 
Stevenson, William, Nelson, Lancashire, Builder. Apr 16 at 3.30 at 

the Railway Hotel, Nelson. Hodgson, Burn 
April 18 at 2 at 


Stokes, James Clayton, Manchester, Embroiderer. 
offices of Nicholson and Milne, King st, Manchester. Dendy and 
Paterson, Manche-ter 
Sykes, William, and Walter Linley, Leeds, Shoe Manufacturers, Apr 
16 at 2 at ofSces of Simpson and Burrell, Albion st, Leeds 
Tate, Joseph, York, Provision Dealer. Apr 10 at 10 at offices of 
T-boe, Wiliam, Leeds, Muste Be 
ebbs, William, Leeds, Music Seller. Apr 14 at 12 at offices of Torr 
and Co, Bedford row. Cousins, Leeds . 
Thornton, William, Leamington, Watchmaker. Apr 21 atl at offices 
of Sanderson, Church st, Warwick 
Tooth, George, Nottingham, Leather Merchant. April 21 at 2 at 
cfices of Cox and Palmer, Railway approach, Surrey. Montagu, 
Teves Ges New Cross, K Bo 
ownsend, George, New Cross, Kent, Bone Collector. Apr12 at 2 a 
offices of Slade, Old Kent rd. Rashleigh ¥ , 
Turner, James, Btonegravels, nr Chesterfield, ont of business. Apr 15 
at 2 at offices of Cowdell, High st, Chesterfield 
Vaughan, Richard, Rotherham, York,Grocer. Apr 15 at 10.20 at offices 
of Hodgkinson and Pashiey, Main st, Rotherham 


Wakefielt, Henry Matthew, Cheltenham, Commission Agent, Apr 10 
at 10 at offices of Smith, Corn Exchange, Cheltenham - . 
Wailden, James Edward, Bagshot #t, Camberwell, Piumb Apr 9 at 





ws < © Po pos lag Trinity st, Southwark 
atkins, Joseph Thomas tterses park rd, Boot Maker, 18 
2 at offices of Montag u, Besklersbury ‘ aslinian 








ae 

West, Thomas, Leeds, General Dealer. Apr 16 at 11 at offices of 
Maud, Albion st, Leeds 

Wheately, Henry Hunter, Cranbourne st, Leicester sq, Auctioneer, 
Apr 12 at 1 at offices of Kisch, Argyll place, Regent st 

‘Wheatley, Samuel, Muckley Corner, nr Lichfield, Grocer. Apr 21 at 
11 at offices of Barnes and Russell, St John st, Lichfield 

Whiteside, Richard, Southport, Hydropathist. Apr 15 at 3 at officesor 
Scarlett, London st, Southport 

Whitwell, Edward, Wolverhampton, Cabinet Maker. Apr 10 at Ilat 
Cffices of Rhodes, Queen st, Wolverhampton 

Williams, George Frederick, Newport. Monmouth, Innkeeper. Apri} 
12 at 10 at offices of David, Tredegar place, Newport 

Williams, Isaac, Ystrad Mynach, Glamorgan, Blacksmith, Apr 17 at} 
at offices of Morgan, Mill st, Pontypridd 


Williams, Robert, Conway, Carnarvon, Cabinet Maker. April 19 at 1p 
at offices of Jones, Bridge st, Conway 
Wilson, Thomas, St George’s, Gloucester, Draper. Apr 17 at 2 at 


offices of Phillips, Corn st, Br.stol, Salmon, Bristol 


SCHWEITZER’S COCOATINA, 


Anti-Dyspeptic Cocoa or Chocolate Powder. 

Guaranteed Pure Soluble Cocoa of the Finest Quality, with the 
excess of fat extracted. oe ‘ 

The Faculty pronounce it ‘‘ the most nutritious, perfectly digestible 
beverage for Breakfast, Luncheon, or Supper, and invaluable for 
Invalids aod Children.” 4 

Highly commended by the entire Medical Press. 

Being without sugar, spice, or other admixture, it suits all palates, 
keeps better in all climates, and is four times the strength of cocoss 
THICKENED yet WEAKENED With starch, &c,, and IN REALITY CHEsPER 
than such Mixtures. 

Made instantaneously with boiling water, a teaspoonful to a Break 
fast Cup, costing less than a halfpenny. 

CocoaTINA A LA VANILLE is the most delicate, digestible, cheapest 
Vasilis Chocolate, and may be taken when richer chocolate is pro 
hibited. 

In tin packets at 1s, 6d., 3s., &c., by Chemists and Grocers, 
Charities on Special Terms by the Sole Proprietors, 
H. SCHWEITZER & CO., 10, Adam-street, London, W.C. 


PAINLESS DENTISTRY. 


MR. G. H. JONES, 
SURGEON DENTIST, 
57, GREAT RUSSELL-STREET, BLOOMSBURY 
(Immediately opposite the British Museum), 
Will be glad to forward his new Pamphlet gratis and post-free, which 
explains the only perfectly painless systern of adapting ARTIFICIAL 
TEETH (protected by Her Majesty’s Royal Letters Patent), which 
have obtained five Prize Medals, London 1862, Paris 
1867, Philadelphia 1876, Vienna 1873, and New York 
1853.—Consultation daily free. 


EDE AND 50N 


ROBE Bos MAKERS 


BY SPECIAL APPOINTMENT, 
To Her Majesty, the Lord Chancellor, the Whole of the Judicial Bench 
Corporation of London, &c. 


SOLICITORS’ AND REGISTRARS’ GOWNS. 
BARRISTERS’ AND QUEEN'S COUNSEL’S DITTO, 


CORPORATION ROBES UNIVERSITY S CLERGY GOWNS, Lt 
ESTABLISHED 1689. 


94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 


ESSRS. DEBENHAM, TEWSON & FARMER'S 
LIST of ESTATES and HOUSES to beSOLD or LET, including 

Landed Estates, Town and Country Residences, Hunting and Shi 
Quarters, Farms, Ground Rents, Rent Charges, House Property 
Investments gonerally, is published on the first day of each 
and may be obtained, free ofcharge, at their offices, 80, Cheapside, B.C. 
or will be sent by postin return for two stamps,—Particulars for inser 
tion should be received not later than four days previous tothe 
of the preceding month. 


UARDIAN FIRE AND LIFE OFFICE. 
11, Lombard-street, London, E.C. 
Established 1821. Subscribed Capital, Two Millions. 
REOTORS. 
CaarnMan—Ricu anv M. Hanver, Esq. 
Dxruty-CHaAInmMAN—AvUousTUs PaevosT, Esq. 
Henry Hulse Berens, Esq. Rt. Hon, John G. Hubbard, M.P.. 
Henry Bonham-Carter, Esq, Frederick H. Janson, Esq. 
Charles Wm. Curtis, Esq. G. J. Shaw Lefevre, Esq., M.P. 
Charles F, Devas, Enq. Beaumont W. Lubbock, Esq. 
Sir Walter RK. Farquhar, Bart, John B. Martin, Esq. 
Alban G. H. Gibbs, Esq. Hy. John Norman . 
James Goodson, Esq. John G, Talbot, Esq. M.P. 
Archibald Hamilton, Esq. Henry Vigne, Esq 
Thomson Hankey, Esq., M.P. 
Mawaoen oF Fiat Derantment—F. J. Marsden. 
ACTUARY anp Secretany—T, G. 0. Browne. 
Share Capital at present paid up andinvested ... £1,000,000 
Total Funds, about se ave tm vs aee «= 2894, 000 
Total Annual Income upwards of ., « 




















. on 4 ’ 
N.B,—Fire Policies which expire at Lady-day should be renewed, 


> - Head Office, or with the Agents,on or before the 9th day 
P 
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